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IN APPRECIATION
One of New Mexico's prime attractions, both to its own residents as
well as to outsiders, is its rich and deep history. Nowhere did Indian society have greater historical impact, nor was there any area of the United
States to which imperial Spain bequeathed such an indelible legacy. The
pioneer period completes the trilogy and vies for historical attention.
. With this historical background, today's society in the Land of Enchantment has need for substantial information concerning New Mexico.
Chief vehicle for periodical publication concerning the state is the New
Mexico Historical Review, which was born in 1926. In it, articles of maximum value have appeared quarterly for over a half century, representing a great treasury of authoritative information. However, with the
passage of time some of the most important issues of the Review have
become unavailable, with these out-of-print issues accessible at high
prices at rare book shops, or sometimes unobtainable at any price. With a
growing population desirous of becoming better informed concerning
New Mexico, the need to provide availability to such important material
became apparent.
The present reprint program was only a scholar's dream until farsighted citizens became likewise convinced of the utility of making
available a storehouse of knowledge, particularly focusing their concern
on educational need for republication. Max Roybal, Bennie Aragon,
Robert Aragon, Mike Alarid and Adele Cinelli-Hunley provided effective
leadership. Legislators Don L. King and Alex Martinez presented Senate
Bill #8 to the 1980 session of the New Mexico State Legislature and used
their influence and that of Governor and Mrs. Bruce King to insure
favorable consideration. The Board of the NMHR, speaking for followers
of New Mexico's important history, warmly thanks these friends for such
support.
Donald C. Cutter
Chairman, Editorial Board, NMHR

Cover design by Jan Carley, graphic artist, College ofEducation, University ofNew
Mexico, Albuquerque.

.,.

Ji

,.

MILI'fAR.Y POJTJ

,;

II

,

iii

/17

0

..

j)

cfOUTHWEJT

0
c::>

184B- 11l6O
A. jl
9J"

jl"'l£~

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL
REVIEW
VOL. XVI

1941

APRIL,

NO.2

MILITARY POSTS IN THE SOUTHWEST, 1848-1860

By A. B.
RoM THE

BENDER

beginning of our history to the late nineteenth

F century, frontier defense formed a chief concern of our
government. In dealing with this problem prior to the Mexican War, various methods were tried. Land was purchased
from the red man, an "Indian country" was created, anilUities and gifts were furnished the Indian, and a chain of forts
was established along the edges of the frontier settlements or
in the heart of the Indian country. When the war extended
our domain to the Pacific and the California gold discovery
attracted new emigrant waves to the Far West, the problem of frontier defense became more pressing. The virgin
lands of the Far Southwest, which in earlier years had an
interest only for traders, trappers, and merchants, now beckoned miners, speculators, adventurous land-hunters, and
home seekers from the more populated districts of the East.
When the Indian resented the new encroachments of the
white man and attempted to stop the rising tide of immigration, the United States army came to the defense of the
white man. To furnish protection to emigrant trains, to
protect the Overland Mail and the newly-born settlements,
as well as to defend the peaceful tribes from unscrupulous
white men, the government again made use of its most widely
applied method: it erected a chain of military stations.
From the western outposts along the Mississippi River, a
cordon of forts, by degrees, extended westward along the
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Arkansas River to the Rio Grande, the Gila, the Great Colorado, and the Pacific Ocean. It is the purpose of this paper
to examine the character and effectiveness of this policy in
the Southwest! between the Mexican and Civil Wars.
Prior to the Mexican War only fifty-six forts guarded
the entire United States. 2 It soon became apparent, however,
that the extreme western outposts, which formed an irregular line west of the Mississippi River, extending from the
Gulf of Mexico to the Canadian border,3 would have to be
strengthened. Since the war called for the presence of troops
in the Indian country and since civil and military officers
emphasized the urgent need for a new line of defense, such
recommendations did not go long unheeded. 4
While troops were moving westward, new posts began
to appear. Fort Mann, situated on the north bank of the
Arkansas River, about five miles west of the present Dodge
City, Kansas, was built in 1847." Three military positions
were constructed on the lower Rio Grande: Fort Polk, situated at Point Isabel and Fort Brown, opposite Matamoros,
were established in the spring of 1846; in the fall of 1848
troops occupied Ringgold Barracks, about one-half mile
below Rio Grande City.6 Fort Marcy, named in honor of the
Secretary of War and situated some 600 yards from the
1. The discussion of the Southwest in this paper will be confined largely to Texas,
the territory of New Mexico, and California.
2. Sen. Docs., 29 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pp. 220C-20g.
3. Beginning with Fort Jesup in Louisiana, the chain included Forts Towson,
Washita. and Gibson in Oklahoma, Fort Smith in Arkansas, Forts S~ott and Leaven.
worth in Kansas, Forts Des Moines and Atkinson in Iowa, Fort Snelling in Minnesota,
and Fort Wilkins on Lake Superior. It should be noted, of course, that prior to the
Mexican War some of these outposts were not located in the present day states but
rather in unorganized Indian country or in territories. Ibid., p. 220d; Sen. E",. Doc••,
31 Cong., 2 Sess., No. I, pt. 2, p. 121.
4. James S. Calhoun, Official C<>rrespondence of . . . (Annie H. Abel, ed., Washington, 1915), p. 8.
5. Fort Mann, although not a military post, rendered important service as a
depot "to repair wagons and recruit animals" for military and wagon trains en route
between Fort Leavenworth and Santa Fe. Built by Daniel P. Mann and a corps of
teamsters. the depot was discontinued in 1850 upon the establishment of new Fort
Atkinson, on the Arkansas. Lewis H. Garrard, Wah-To-Yah and the Taos Trail
(Ralph P. Bieber, ed., Glendale, Cal.. 1938), PP. 331-38.
6. J. L. Rock and W. I. Smith, Southern and Western Te",as Guide, 1878 (St.
Louis, 1878). p. 34; Sen. E",. Docs., 32 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pt. I, PP. 280-84.
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heart of Santa Fe, was begun by General Kearny in August,
1846, and completed in the following year. 7 In California
military inspections were ordered and several positions were
strengthened. The presidio of San Francisco was put in
repair, guns were mounted at San Pedro and Los Angeles,
and a redoubt was built on a hill over-looking Monterey and
mounted with 24-pounders and 8-inch mortars. 8
At the end of the Mexican War the defense program
in the Far West naturally received greater attention. In
December, 1848, orders issued from the Adjutant General's
office directed officers of the Corps of Engineers and Topographical Engineers to make a careful examination of Texas,
New Mexico, Oregon, and California, for the purpose of
locating permanent military stations within those areas. 9
The system of defense, however, was not developed according to any definite or scientific plan; military officers were
directed to establish forts when and where the need was
greatest. Not infrequently, special interests greatly influenced the selection and maintenance of such positions.
Merchants, unlicensed traders, speculators, and whiskey
dealers played no small role in the defense policy in the Far
Southwest. 1o
In Texas, or the Eighth Military Department,Il where
a frontier estimated at between 1,300 and 2,500 miles had to
be protected against some 20,000 wild Indians 12-principally
7. George R. Gibson, Journal of a SoldieT under Kearny and Doniphan, 1846-1847
(Ralph P. Bieber, ed., Glendale, California, 1935). p. 220; New Orleans Daily Picayune,
November 6, 12, 1846.
8. H. Ex. Docs., 31 Cong., 1 Sess.• No. 17, p. 337; Kimball Hale Dimmick, Diary,
May 1, 7, 1848, MSS., (in California File, Huntington Library, San Marino, California).
9. H. Ex. DOCB., 30 Cong.. 2 Sess., No.1. p. 161.
10. See pages 13-16.
11. At the close of the Mexican War, for purposes of military administration, the
United States was divided into three divisions-Eastern, Western, and Pacific-and
eleven departments. Texas, the territory of New Mexico. and California were desig.
nated as the Eighth, Ninth, and Tenth Military Departments, respectively. Raphael P.
Thian, Notes Illustrating the Military Geography of the United States, 18111-1880
(Washington, 1881), pp. 8, 20, 25, 40-51.
"12. H. Docs., 29 Cong., 2 Sess., No. 75, pp. 7-8; Sen. Ex. Docs., 31 Cong., 1 Sess.,
No.1, p. 963; }'ord to Runnels, June 2, 1858, MSS., (In Governors' Letters, Texas
State Library, hereafter cited as Governors' Letters).
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Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache-the government evolved a
system of an inner and outer chain of defense. The former,
established in 1848 and 1849 in advance of the frontier, began
above San Antonio and ran parallel with the settlements in
a northeasterly direction to the Red River, As the emigrants
moved westward, the outer chain was created as far as the
Rio Grande. An intermediate group of defenses connected
the inner and outer lines. Posts were also established to the
south and in the "Big Bend" sector.
The original inner chain, erected as a protection for the
settlements between the Guadalupe and the Trinity rivers,
consisted of Forts Mason, Croghan, Gates,13 Graham, and
Worth. Of this line, Fort Graham, established early in February, 1849, and situated in Hill County, was the best
planned. 14 Fort Worth, more typical of the western outposts, was built in the same year at the mouth of the Clear
Fork of the Trinity,!5 These military positions, however,
failed to impress the Indians. Within the next five years
many Texas tribes harried the region along the inner line
of defense, The Apache robbed and killed emigrant parties;
the Comanche paid flying visits to the Arkansas country; the
Waco conducted raids from the Wichita Mountains to the
southern border ;16 the Kiowa were even bold enough to mur13. Fort Mason, on the Llano River about 110 miles north of San Antonio, was
established in 1851 and occupied irregularly by troops until March, 1861, when it was
abandoned. Fort Croghan in Burnet County and Gates in Coryell County were built
in 1849. Sen. Ex. Docs., 32 Cong., 1 Sess., No.1, pt. I, pp. 270-74; ibid., 34 Conl~., 1
Sess., No. 96, pp. 370, 550, 583; The War of the RebeUion: A Compilation of the
Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies. (Washington, 1880-1892), ser. I,
vol. I, p. 502, hereafter cited as Official Records.
14. Sen. Ex. Docs., 32 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pt. I, pp. 270-74; Whiting to Deas,
January 21, 1850, MSS., (in Letters Received, Chief of Engineers, National Archives,
hereafter cited as L. R., C. E.).
15. Situated in a region subject w overflows, the garrison frequently suffered
from fevers. The post was abandoned in September, 1853. Sen. Ex. Docs., 34 Cong.,
1 Sess., No. 96, p. 373; John W. Forney, What I Saw in Texas (Philadelphia, 1872),
p. 14.

16. St. Louis Dailll Missouri Republican, March 19, 1851, October 7, 1853; Washington (Arkansas) Teleoraph, February 5, 1851; Stem to Loomis, January 9, Stem to
Lea, April 1, 1853, MSS., (In L. R., Indian Office, National Archives, hereafter cited
as L. R., I. 0.).
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der Indian agent Jesse Stem within a few miles of Fort
BelknapP
Meanwhile, the government had decided upon a more
vigorous policy. In 1851, Conrad, Secretary of War, ordered
the movement of troops into Texas. A regiment of infantry
was directed to march from Jefferson Barracks to the Indian
country west of Arkansas, while the Fifth Infantry stationed
in the latter country was to advance farther into the interior
and establish a chain of forts across northern Texas from
Red River to the Rio Grande in the Comanche country. A
regiment of Mounted Riflemen was ordered from Oregon to
Texas and remounted for active service. Two companies
were also to proceed to Corpus ChristU 8
In accordance with this policy seven new posts soon supplemented the inner line. To overawe the hostile tribes along
the Red River, Colonel G. Loomis, in June, 1851, established
Camp Belknap, later known as Fort Belknap, on the Red
Fork of the Brazos River 19 and in November of the same
year troops from the former garrison built Fort Phantom
Hill on the Clear Fork of the Brazos. To the southwest, three
additional posts built in 1852-Forts Chadbourne, McKavett,
and Clark-guarded the zone of Indian depredations. The
last post, in particular, occupied a position of primary importance since it faced both the Rio Grande and the Indian
17. W. S. Nye, Carbine and Lance (Norman. Oklahoma. 1937). p. 15; Neighbors
to Manypenny. March 1. April 12, 1854. MSS., (in L. R.. 1. 0., Texas; (hereafter
Texas, New Mexico. and California will be cited as Texas, N. Mex.• and Cal.).
18. Sen. Ex. Docs., 32 Cong.• 1 Sess.• No.1. pt. I, p. 106; Daily Missouri Republican. April 29. May 14, June 13, 1851; General Orders, No. 19. April 1. 1851, MSS.,
General Order Book. XIII. (in National Archives, hereafter General Orders will be
cited as G. 0.).
19. Rister gives the date for establishment of Fort Belknap as September 3. 1850.
However. according to post returns of Fort Belknap, a detachment of two companies
(G. I.). Fifth Infantry arrived under Captain Carter L. Stevenson on June 3, 1851.
Stevenson, in a letter of February 4. 1852. stated that the site was selected and marked
out by General Belknap. June 24. 1851. The post was abandoned in 1867 because of an
insufficient water supply. Sen. Ex. Docs., 34 Cong.• 1 Sess., No. 96, pp. 371-72; C. C.
Rister, The Southwestern Frontier, 1865-1881 (Cleveland. 1928), Pp. 49, 52; Fort Belknap, Post Returns. June. 1851, April, 1860, MSS., (in Post Returns. National Archives.
hereafter cited as Post Returns).
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frontiers. 20 Camp Cooper, in Throckmorton County, was
established in 1856 to protect the Reservation Indians stationed there, and in the same year Camp Colorado in present
Coleman County was built. 21 The northern line of defense
ended at Preston on the Red River, where it left Texas and
proceeded northward via Forts Washita,22 Arbuckle,23 and
Cobb. 24
Meanwhile, the Rio Grande-probably the largeRt and
most exposed part of the Union 25_as well as the settlements
along the gulf and the northern frontier, was kept in a constant state of alarm and excitement. "The whole lower
country is swarming with Indians and is one continual scene
of outrage and murder," declared the Houston Democratic
Telegraph and Texas Register. 26 To escape from the Indian
danger, entire families moved to the Mexican side of the Rio
Grande. 27 In defense of military escorts, bands of Indians,
armed with guns, a~tacked army wagon trains and killed
teamsters. 28 Of course, frontiersmen and special interests
deluged Congress, the Secretary of War, and the President
with petitions and memorials, pleading for greater protection. 29
20. John S. Billings, Report on Barracks and Hospitals with Descriptions of
Military Posts (Washington, 1870), p. 203; Sen. Err;. Docs., 36 Cong., 1 Sess., No. 62,
PP. 186-86; Thomas H. S. Hamersly, Complete Regular Army Register of the United
States for 100 Years, 1779-1879, with a Military History of the Department of War
(Washington, 1880), pt. 2, pp. 126, 127.
21. At Camps Cooper and Colorado the troops experienced considerable difficulty
in obtaining healthy drinking water, while at the latter post, liquor was peddled freely
among the troops. Sen. Err;. Docs., 36 Cong., 1 Sess., No. 62, pp. 185-88; Camp Colorado, Texas, Post Returns, 1856, 1861, MSS., (in Post Returns).
22. Fort Washita, Post Returns, June, 1834, April, 1861, MSS.. (in ibid.).
23. For the history of this post, see Grant Foreman, Advancing the Frontier
(Norman, Okla., '1933), Pp. 250-54; Fort Arbuckle, Post Returns, 1834, 1850, 1870,
MSS.. (In Post Returns).
24. Rister, op. cit., p. 65; Floyd to Scott, July 27, 1859, MSS., (in Letter Books,
Secretary of War, National Archives, hereafter cited as L. B.. S. W.).
25. Austin Texas State Gazet.te, February 7, 1857.
26. Houston Democratic Telcgraph and Texas Register, August 7, 1850; Dwily
Missouri Republican, September 6, 1850.
27. Daily Missouri Republican, April 4. 1851.
28. Houston Democratic Telcgraph and Terr;as Register, March 21, May 23, 1850;
Neighbors to Manypcnny, May 8, 1854, MSS., (in L. R., 1. 0., Tex.).
29. Houston Mercantile Advertiser, August 4, 1849; H. Journal, 32 Cong., 1
Sess., p. 400; Rusk to Conrad, February 28, 1852, MSS., (in L. B., S. ·W.) ; Johnston
to Bee, February 14, 1857, MSS., (in Letters Sent, Tex., National Archives, hereafter
cited as L. S., Tex.).
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The War Department, in the meantime, had not been
idle; it had established 'an outer chain of defense. Along the
lower Rio Grande, Forts Polk, Brown, Ringgold Barracks,so
McIntosh,31 and Duncan,32 served as key posItions to the
upper provinces of Mexico, acting not only as a bulwark
against the wild tribes, but also as a salutary influence along
the boundary line, especially in protecting the revenue laws. 33
Three forts supplemented the rear of this line,34 while to the
northward and eastward nine additional posts served as connecting links between the outer and inner chains. This subsidiary group of defenses, occupying a central postion and
garrisoned principally w:ith cavalry, could easily dispatch
mounted troops to any threatened point-eastward toward
the settlements or westward toward the Rio Grande. 35
Among these defenses, Fort Martin Scott established in 1848,
Fort Lancaster in 1855, and Camp Wood in 1857 occupied
strategic positions, since they commanded numerous Indian
trails leading into southern Texas and across the Rio Grande
into Mexico. 30 The "Big Bend" sector, favorite resort for
30. For Forts Polk, Brown, and Ringgold Barracks, see page 2 of this article.
31. Fort McIntosh, about three quarters of a mile above Laredo, was built in
1850, although Lieutenant Egbert L. Viele entered Laredo with a company of troops
in March of the previous year. Originally known as Camp Crawford, the post was
abandoned in 1858 and the troops removed to Fort Brown; it was again reoccupied in
December, 1860. Billings, op. cit., p. 215.
32. Fort Duncan, situated at Eagle Pass, was considered one of the most commanding positions on the frontier. Althoul(h occupied in 1849 by two companies of
infantry under Captain John B. Scott, buildings were not erected until the following
year. Abandoned in 1861, it was again reoccupied in 1868. Sen. Ez. Doc8., 31 Cong.,
I,
op. cit.,
A

1 Sess., No.1. pt.

p. 152; Billings,
p. 217, Frederick Law Olmsted.
(New York, 1859), p. 314.
33. Albert G. Brackett, History of the United State8 Cavalry (New York, 1865),
pp. 125-26.
34. These were Forts Merrell, Ewell, and Inge. Sen. Ez. Doc8., 34 Cong., 1 Scss.,
No. 96, p. 352; Olmsted, op. cit., pp. 285-86; San Antonio Ledger, September 9, 1852;
Bureau of American Ethnology, 17th Ann. Rpt., I, 387-88.
35. William G. Freeman, Report of Inspection of Eighth Military Department,
April 22, 1853, ..., Appendix V, 6, MS., (in N. A., hereafter cited as Freeman Report.)

Jov.rnell Through Teza8

36.

The six other positions occupied by troops in this line included San Antonio,

Fort Lincoln on the Rio Seco, Camp Verde in Kendall County, Oamp Hudson in
Crockett County, Austin, and Fort Terrett on the Llano River. Hamersly, op. cit., pt.
2, p. 140; Sen. Ez. Doc8., 32 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pt. I, pp. 277-80; ibid., 36 Cong.,
1 Sess., No. 52, p. 188, 191-92; Whiting to Deas, March 14, 1850, MSS., (in L. R.,
C. E.) ; Mansfield to Thomas, October 13, November 21, 1860, MSS., (in L. R. Adjutant General, National Archives, hereafter latter will be cited as A. G.)
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Indian attacks on California-bound emigrant and cattle
trains,37 was guarded by four additional outposts. Forts
Stockton, Davis, and Quitman 38 protected the stage line and
emigrant road between San Antonio and EI Paso, while Fort
Bliss 39 guarded aganst Mexican raids. 40 The marauding activities of the picturesque Mexican bandit, Cortinas, in the
summer of 1859 and spring of 1860 led to the strengthening
of the defenses in the lower Rio Grande. Fort Brown, which
had been abandoned, was again reoccupied; a detachment of
artillery was ordered to take station between Forts Clark
and Duncan, and a company of cavalry was on its way from
Camp Hudson. Four new camps were established along the
lower Rio Grande. Meanwhile, many military positions
established since 1848 had been abandoned. 41
Theoretically, the double system of defense-the series
of posts erected at strategic positions between thirty and
three hundred miles beyond the frontier settlements-was
quite effective, but in actuality it proved inadequate. In the
"Big Bend" sector and in the region between the Nueces and
the Rio Grande (where the country was spanely settled and
infested with thieves, robbers, and murderers from Mexico
and Texas) its effectiveness was questionable. On the eve of
the Civil War the twenty-six military, posts in Texas, al37. Au.tin Texas State Gazette. Augu.t 27. 1857, Augu.t 28. September 4, 1858.
38. Billing. op. cit., pp. 227-28; Official Records. ser. I, vol. I, Pp. 502, 594-96;
Mansfield to Thoma., October 31, November 7, 17, 1860, MS8.• (in L. R.. A. G.).
39. The "Po.t of EI Pa.o," establi.hed in February, 1848, did not receive the
official de.ignation a. Fort Bli•• until March. 1854. Fort BIi••, Po.t Return., February,
1848. Marcb, 1854. March. 1867, December. 1870, MSS .• (in Po.t Return.).
40. In addition to the regularly e.tabli.hed po.ts, troop. occupied many temporary
camp•• such a. Davi.'. Landing, McCulloch'. Station, Ros.·. Station. Connor'. Station.
Camp Edinburg, Redmond'. Ranch. Camp Rosario. Camp Barranca, Camp John.ton.
and Camp Radzimin.ki. H. Ex. Docs., 30 Cong., 2 Ses•.• I, No.1, pp. 163-65; ibid., 35
Cong.• 2 Ses•.• No. 27, pp. 48-49; Sen. Ex. Docs.• 32 Cong., 2 Se••.• No.1, pt. 2, pp.
58-61.
41. The principal posts abandoned during this period con.i.ted of Fort. Belknap, Brown, Ewell, Graham. Lincoln. Martin Scott, Ma.on, McKavett. Worth, and
Ringgold Barrack•. H. Ex. Docs., 32 Cong., 2 Se••. , No.1, pt. 2. p. 58; Sen. Ex. DOCR..
33 Cong., 2 8es•. , No.1, pt. 2, p. 58; Twigg. to Thoma., February 7. 1859. MSS .• (in
L. R. Headquarters of the Army, National Archive., hereafter cited as H. A.).
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though furnishing some degree of security, did not solve. the
Indian problem. 42
In the territory of New Mexico or Ninth Military
Department, there was no definite line of defense as in Texas.
A heterogeneous white population of some 61,000, distributed among the seven counties of the territory, surrounded
by some 6,000 peaceful Indians and nearly 37,000 of the
wild tribes,43 was not conducive to peace. The contemporary
press pictured the Indian danger as very grave. Reports of
periodic attacks on emigrants and scattered settlements,
paralyzing industry and endangering life, brought forth
memorials and petitions declaring: "We must have more
troops ... or we are lost."44 To cap the climax, the Mexican
government filed claims against the United States for Indian
depredations from across our borderY
In response to this state of affairs, the War Department
supplemented the original fortified positions along the upper
Rio Grande, such as Fort Marcy, Taos, Albuquerque, and El
Paso. By 1852, upon the recommendations of civil and military officers in the territory,46 seven new posts were built.
Of this number, three bordered the Rio Grande 47 and the
others guarded the Navaho and copper mine country.48 The
42. Sen. Ex. Docs., 36 Cong., 2 Sess., .No. I, pt. 2, pp. 218-20. For additional
details relating to the Texas posts in the fifties, see M. L. Crimmins, "Colonel J. 11:.
F. Mansfield's Report of the Inspection of the Department of Texas in 1856," in
Southwestcrn Historical Quarterly, XLII (October, 1938), PP. 122-48, (January, 1939).
pp. 215-57, (April, 1939), pp. 351-387.
43. Seventh Cens"s of the United States, 1850 (Washington, 1853), p. 993; George
A. McCall, Letters from the Frontiers ... (Philadelphia, 1890), p. 522.
44. Daily Missouri Republican, September 23, November 14, 1848, February 16,
July 8, August 6, 12, 16, 25, December 9, 10, 12, 18, 19, 20, 1849, June 21, 23, 1850,
March 22, May 18, 1851; Houston, Democratic Telegraph and Texas Register, June
27, 1850.
45. The claim of the state of Chihuahua alone was more than $20,000,000. Daily
Mi.suuri Republican, November 4, 1851.
46. H. Ex Docs., 31 Cong., 1 Sess., No.5, pt. I, p. 112; Sen. Ex. Docs., 31 Cong.,
1Sess., No. 64, pp. 138-39; McCall, op. cit., pp. 526, 530-36.
47.

Forts Conrad, Fillmore, and Union were erected in 1861. Sen. Ez. Docs., 32

Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, I, pt. I, pp. 203, 238.
48. These consisted of Fort Defiance, Cantonment Burgwin, Forts Webster and

Massachusetts. See A. B. Bender, "Frontier Defense in the Territory of New Mexico.

1846-1853," NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, IX (July, 1934), pp. 266-67: Crimmins,
"Fort Massachusetts, First United States Military Post in Colorado," Colorado Magazine, XIV (July, 1937). pp. 128-32.
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new military positions, however, failed to intimidate the wild
tribes. In the Mesilla Valley the treacherous Apaches had
converted the region into a "land of widows" in which agricultural and mining activities had virtually stopped; even
pastoral life could be carried on only under the protection of
artillery. The distribution of gifts in the form of meat, flour,
"red cloths and calico shirts," served only as temporary palliatives.49
With the acquisition of the Gadsden Purchase the problem of defense became more acute. The prevalent belief of
the existence of rich mineral deposits in the territory
brought a great influx of immigrants into the region between
the Santa Rita Mountains and the Colorado River. 50 To
protect the new arrivals from attacks of some 5,000 newly
acquired Indian wards as well as from depredations of the
older tribes required additional defenses. Between 1853 and
the opening of the Civil War, therefore, new posts were built
on both sides of the Rio Grande, in the southwestern part of
the territory, in the north, and along the upper Colorado,
and several of the older positions were abandoned. The
repeated and insistent demands of the Mexican government
that we restrain the wild tribes, as well as the clamor for
greater protection by the frontier settlers, led to the establishment of Forts Thorn and Craig. Since it was believed
that the new positions would guard effectively the EI PasoSanta Fe route aganst Apache and white outlaws, Forts
Webster and Conrad were abandoned. 51 Peace on that frontier, however,was not secured. In the spring of 1855, when
the Mescalero and Jicarilla bands of Apache took to the war
path, Fort Stanton was established on the Bonita River some
twenty miles east of the White Mountains. 52 To protect the
49. Ralph H. Ogle, "Federal Control of the Western Apaches, 1848-1886," NEW
MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, XIV (October, 1939), p. 342; New Orleans DaUy Picayune,
February 17, 1853; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, February 26, 1853.
50. San Francisco Evening Bulletin, May 12, 1858.
51. H. Ex. Docs., 33 Con g., 2 Sess., No. I, pt. 2, p. 60; Sen. Ex. Docs., 34 Cong.,
1 Sess., No. 96, p. 414; Medical History of Fort Craig. 1854-1884, MSS.. (in Medical
History of Posts, National Archives).
52. fl. Ex. Docs., 34 Cong., 1 Sess.. No.1, pt. 2, p. 70; Sylvester Mowry, Arizona
and Sonora (New York, 1864), p. 22.
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Santa Cruz Valley and to restrain the tribes north of the Gila,
Fort Buchanan on the Sonoita was built in the following
year. 53
When the Mormon War broke out and some of the
troops were transferred from the Southwest to the seat of
trouble, the warlike bands became more bold. Not only did
they levy tribute on commercial and emigrant trains entering the territory,54 but also murdered United State Indian
agent Henry L. Dodge. 55 Colonel Bonneville's Gila expedition against the Apache and that of Lieutenant-Colonel Miles
against the Navaho into Canon de Chelly brought only temporary relief. 56 Demands for more adequate defense naturally followed. But petitions of some 600 citizens of Dona
Ana County as well as the recommendations of General
Garland, Lieutentant Sylvester Mowry, and special Indian
agent George Bailey, for the erection of a series of cavalry
posts to check the plundering expeditions of the Apache,
proved disappointing. Only one new position-Fort Garland
-was established in 1858, and this a substitute for the abandoned Fort Massachusetts. 57
During 1859 military officers in New Mexico attempted
to inject greater vigor into the defense program. Colonels
Bonneville and Joseph E. Johnston, after inspecting most of
the garrisons, effected a post reorganization; Fort Thorn
was abandoned and its property moved to Fort Fillmore; a
post was located at the Copper Mines on the site of Fort
Webster; a company of Third Infantry was stationed at
Hatch's Ranch on the Gallinas River; and at the junction of
the San Pedro and Arivaipa, Fort Breckenridge was
erected. 58 This spurt of energy, however, did not quite
53.

H. Ex. DOCR., 34 Cong., 3 Sess., No. I, p. 3.
54. Daily Missouri Republican, February 6, 1857.
55. Santa Fe Weekly Gazette, March 14, 1857.
56. For an account of these expeditions s:e Bender,loc. cit., IX (October, 1934),
pp. 355-59.
57. Sen. Ex. Docs., 35 Cong., 2 Sess., No.1, pt. I, p. 559, pt. 2, pp. 291-93, 297-98,
pt. 3, p. 778; John H. Nankivell "Fort Garland Colorado," Colorado Magazine, XVI
(January. 1939), pp. 14-23.
58. Bonneville to Thomas, July 15, 1859, Scott to Cooper, October 3, 1859, MSS.,
(in L. R., A. G.) ; Sen. Ex. Docs., 36 Cong., 1 Sess., II, No.2, pt. 2, PP. 295, 606-07;
ibid., 36 Cong., 2 Sess., II, No. I, pt. 2, pp. 222-23.
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satisfy the territorial legislature. Early in 1860 this body
memorialized Congress for the establishment of seven additional permanent military postS. 59
When Colonel Thomas T. Fauntleroy succeeded to the
command of the Department of New Mexico, he worked out
an elaborate military reorganization program, which was
intended both to strengthen the defenses within the department and to protect the emigrant and mail route from Missouri. Fauntleroy's plan, embracing no less than twelve
proposals, provided for the abandonment of some of the
existing military positions, the creation of new forts, the
strengthening of the garrisons and the more efficient and
economical supplying of the mounted troops.60 The recommendations were followed by orders for drastic changes in
the military organization of the territory.61 But before the
new plan could be effected, the Civil War had broken out, so
that some of the military positions in New Mexico were temporarily discontinued and the troops removed. 62
The establishment of a line of military posts in California completed the system of frontier defense in the Southwest. Whereas in Texas and New Mexico the chief problem
was the protection of emigrants and settlers from Indian
attacks, on the Pacific coast it involved the additional task of
defending the peaceful tribes from the mad rush of impatient
prospectors and land-hungry frontiersmen, who seemed
content with nothing less than possession of the entire country. In wrestling with this problem, the government fortified
the coast settlements, built forts in the mining districts, near
the mouth of the Gila, and along the upper Colorado.
The defense program was inaugurated in 1848 when
commanding officers in California and Oregon were directed
to establish posts and garrisons within their respective com59. Laws of Legislative A .•seml,ly, New Mexico. 1860 (Santa Fe, 1860), pp. 130.
132, 134.
60. Fauntleroy to Cooper, December 6, 1859, MSS., (in L. R., A. G.).
61. G. O. No.6, H. A., March 12, 1860, MSS., (in Orders and Special Orders.
H. A.. Book 7, National Archives).
62. H. H. Bancroft. Histury of Arizona and New Mexico (San Francisco. 1889).
p.497.
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mands. G3 During 1849-1850 clashes between unscrupulous
whites and Indians in the Russian River country, the upper
San Joaquin and Sacramento Valleys led to the stationing
of troops at Camp Far West, some thirty miles from Sutter's
Fort and at Rancho del Jurupa near Cajon Pass. G4 The murder of Captain William H. Warner of the Topographical
Engineers in the fall of 1849 near Goose LakeG~ was followed
by an order for the establishment of a post in the Sierra
Nevada near the 42nd parallel. GG In the following year forts
were built at Camp Yuma,67 Warner's Ranch, and on the
San Gabriel. GS
Since the disturbances of 1849-1850 showed the need of
winning the Indian's good will, the President appointed
three special agents for California, who were to go into the
Indian country, study the Indian's needs, select sites for
agencies, and negotiate treaties. In the spring and summer of
1851 the newly-arrived Indial1 officials succeeded in carrying
out the President's orders but as the prospectors and miners
nullified the work of the special agents, the Indians rose up
to defend their rights. Gn The Indian war scare naturally
brought forth numerous petitions for protection. To appease
such clamors, the California legislature instructed its members in Congress to secure additional troops and to build a
line of military posts along the California borders. 70
63. Abert to Derby, April 7, 1850, MSS., (in L. B., Chief of Topographical Engi.
neers, National Archives, hereafter cited as L. B., C. T. E.).
64. H. Ex. Docs., 31 Cong., 1 Sess., No. 17, pp. 905, 941-43.
65. Sen. Ex. Docs.• 31 Cong., 1 Sess., No. 47, pp. 16-20; Dailll Missouri Republican,
December 17, 1849.
66. Hooker to Riley, February 26. 1850, MSS., (in L. R., H. A.).
67. For the colorful history of this post see H. Ex. Docs., 34 Cong., 3 Sess., No.
76, p. 34; Eugene Bandel, Frontier Life in the Armll, 185.-1861 (Ralph P. Bieber,
ed., Glendale, California, 1932), p. 260; Medical History of Fort Yuma, 1850-1873, MSS.,
(in Medical History of Posts).
68. Sen. Ex. Docs., 31 Cong., 2 Sess., No.1. pt. 2, p. 116E; ibid., 32 Cong., 1
Sess., No. 110, pp. 2-16.
69. Sen. Ex. Docs., 33 Cong., Spec. Sess., No.4, pp. 39, 81-256; William H.
Ellison, "The Federal Indian Policy in California, 1846-1860," Mississippi vaUCl/ HiBtorical Re1!icw, IX (June, 1922), p. 57; Stuart to Barbour, McKee, and Wozencraft,
October 9, 1850, MSS., (in L .. B., Secretary of Interior, National Archives).
70. Dailll Missouri Republican, March 17, 19, 1851; San Francisco Dailll Alta
California, January 14, August 26, December 12, 1851; Conrad to Gwin, December
27,1851, MSS., (in L. B., S. W.).
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Thus, within the next five years when ruthless whites
and war speculators continued with the policy of Indian
extermination and the Indians retaliated,71 the government
attempted to maintain order by erecting additional defenses.
Along the northern frontier forts Umpqua, Lane, Jones,
Humboldt, and Reading were established while in the south
forts Miller and Tejon were built. 72 Troops were also stationed at Rancho del Chino about 120 miles north of San
Diego, at Stockton, on the Sacramento, and on the Trinity.73
But the Californians were dissatisfied. The Daily Alta California, a champion of overland migration, even went so far
as to declare it "a disgrace to our government" that a line
of posts from the Humboldt to Independence, Missouri, had
not been established. 74
Although such criticism was not taken too seriously,
military officers in California had not been idle. Early in
May, 1857, when General N. S. Clarke assumed command of
the Department of the Pacific, he introduced a more vigorous defense policy. Within a few months Camp Bragg and
Camp Hollenbush (later Fort Crook) were built in the Pitt
River country.75 In the following year when the northern
tribes attacked a mail stage, massacred an emigrant company, and were reported planning a mass uprising, Camp
Gaston, later known as Fort Gaston, in Hooper Valley and
71. San Francisco Daily Alta California, December 12, 1851, March 2. April 5.
1852. March 30, September 5, 1853, April 29, 1854. October 15, 1856; McKee to Lea.
April 5, July 30, 1852, Hitchcock to Adjutant General, U. S. A., August 31, 1852, MSS.,
(in L. R., 1.0., Cal.).
72. See H. Ex. Does., 32 Cong., 2 Sess., No.1, pt. 2, Pp. 62, 70, 86; Sen. Ex. Docs.•
36 Cong., 1 Ses8., No. 52, PP. 240-41; Mansfield to Thomas, May 16. 1859, MSS., (in
L. R., A. G.).
73. Of the northern posts, Fort Humboldt, established early in 1853, was the
most important; in the south Fort Tejon, built in the following year, was intended
to quiet the Reserve Indians at the mouth of Tejon Canon, to command Tejon Pass,
as well as to control the tribes along the Mohave and Colorado rivers. H. Ex. Docs.,
35 Cong., 1 Ses8., No. 88, p. 103; ibid., 35 Cong., 2 Seas:. No.2, p. 784; San Francisco
Daily Chrcmicle, August 13, 1858; Mansfield to Thomas, April 23, 1859, MSS., (in L. R..
A. G.).
74. San Francisco Daily Alta California, October 9, 1854.
75. H. Ex. Docs., 35 Cong., 1 Sess., No.2, pt. 2, p. 78; Mildred Brooke Hoover,
Historic Spots in California: Counties 0/ the Coast Range (Stanford University.
California, 1937), pp. 210-11.
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Camp Wright in Mendocino County. were established. 76
Indian alarms in the Humboldt and Klamath regions 77 led
to the erection of Fort Terwaw on the Klamath reservation
in 1859,78 and when the Mohave and Paiute tribes in the
vicinity of the 35th parallel became troublesome, LieutenantColonel William Hoffman, in the spring of the same year,
led more than 700 men from Fort Yuma to Beale's Crossing
on the Colorado River and established Fort Mojave-the
last important military post in the Department of California. 79 Hoffman's display of force humbled the neighboring tribes only for the time being. On the eve of the Civil
War, when the departments of California and Oregon were
merged into the Department of the Pacific and some 1,700
troops occupied the dozen posts and stations in California,80
the defense problem remained unsolved.
The effectiveness of this long line of military posts 81 did
not fail to bring forth animated discussion and considerable
dfference of opinion among military and civil authorities in
Washington as well as on the frontier. Secretary of War Conradmaintained that safety could be secured best only by a
constant display of military force in the Indian's own immediate neighborhood. 82 Territorial and state governors importuned by settlers and special interests invariably championed the establishment of new posts. Governor Bigler of
California in a message to the legislature declared that the
erection and maintenance of military stations at intervals of
76. San Francisco NatUmal, August 17, November 8, 1858; Sen. Ex. Docs., 36
Cong., 1 Sess., No.2, pt. 2, pp. 612-13; Billings, 01', cit., PP. 448-51.
77. Daily Missouri Republican, September 26, October 18, 1859; San Francisco
Daily Alta Co1iforni<J., October 6, December 16, 1859, January 10, 26, 1860.
78. Troops also occupied Camp Prentiss near San Bernardino and Camp Cass
near Red Bluffs, northwest of Tehama. Sen. Ez. Docs., 36 Cong., 1 Sess., No.2, pt.
2, Pp. 612-13; Mansfield'to Thomas, May 6,1859, MSS., (in L. R., A. G.).
79. Although geographically in New Mexico Territory, Fort Mojave was in the
military Department of California. Sen. Ex. Docs., 36 Cong., 1 Seas., No.2, pt. 2"
pp. 387-95, 405, 417; ibid., No. 52, pp. 235-36; Bandel, 01'. cit., PP. 57, 60, 251, 258.
80. Sen. Ex. DocR., 37 Cong., 1 Seas., No. I, p. 63; ibid., 37 Cong., 2 Scss., No. I,
II, 33.
81. For a detailed account of the life at the distant posts in the fiftiea, see Bender,
"The Soldier in the Far West, 1848-1860," Pacific Historkal Review, VIII (June, 1939),
pp. 162·71.
82. Sen. Ex. Docs.. 32 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pt. I, pp. 106, 225.
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seventy-five or one hundred miles, garrisoned with fifty men
each, would afford needed security for the entire transMississippi country.83
A unique proposal for defending the Far West was
made by Henry O'Reilly, pioneer builder of telegraph lines.
O'Reilly's plan, which involved the establishment of postal
and telegraph facilities, the erection of stockades, twenty to
thirty miles apart, also provided for mounted troops to patrol
the routes, to transmit the mail, and to protect emigrants and
settlers. But since General Scott pronounced the scheme
"impracticable, uneconomical, and ineffectual," it was not
tried. 84
On the whole, officials in Washington as well as officers in
the field condemned the policy of numerous small posts.
Quartermaster-General Jesup and Secretary of War Davis
contended that a more effective plan was to mass a few large
bodies of troops at strategic positions and from these to dispatch large detachments annually into the Indian country.8;'
In Texas General Worth, commander of the Eighth Military
Department, and other officers held similar views. 86 More
critical of the government's defense policy was B. E. Tarver,
member of a surveying and exploring expedition across
northern Texas. Writing to Governor Pease in June, 1857,
Tarver declared: "The system of frontier defense as applied
to Texas is a signal failure... [it] has yielded neither
laurels to our army nor protection to our citizens. It should
be changed."87
The most severe critic was Captain John Pope of the
Topographical Engineers. In a fifty-nine page "Military
Memoir of the Country between the Mississippi River and
83.

Daihl Missouri Republican, February 23, 1856.
Ibid., April 22, 1850; Scott to Flay, June I, 1857, MSS.. (in
Sen. Ex. Docs.. 33 Cong., 1 Sess., No. I, pt. 2, p. 6; ibid., 34

L. B., H. A.).
Cong., 3 Ses8.,
No.5, pt. 2, p. 6; Jesup to Conrad, November 22, 1851, MSS., (in L. B., Quartermaster General, Fort Myer, Virginia, hereafter latter will be cited as L. B., Q. G.,
84.

85.

F. M.).

86. Whiting to Totten, June 19, 1849, Whiting to Deas, January 21, March 14,
1850, MSS.. (in L. R., C. E.) ; Worth to Wood, February 15, 1849, MSS., (in Governors' Letters); Johnston to Thomas, November 17, 1856, MSS., (in L. S., Tex.).
87. Tarver to Pease, June 22, 1857, MSS., (in Governors' Letters).
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the Pacific Ocean ..."88 addressed to Secretary of War
Floyd, Pope analyzed the existing system of defense in great
detail, pointed out its weaknesses, and proposed changes.
Pope agreed that prior to the Mexican War the employment
of numerous small posts had proved effective since they were
situated in fertile lands and formed nuclei for rapidly growing settlements, but with the·acquisition of the Mexican Cession the former method was no longer adequate. Despite the
new conditions, howe~er, special interests in the distant territories proved so powerful that the government was virtually compelled to establish a multitude of posts along the
whole line of frontier settlement.
In Texas, for example, where the first line of defense
was within the cultivable region, successful effects could be
noted as in the Mississippi Valley. But with the movement
of troops into barren areas, where inducements to settlement proved less favorable, cries for protection immediately
arose-the loudest clamors coming from merchants, traders,
and profiteers. "So soon as the small posts were fairly established in this desert region, a number of people at once
flocked around them," Pope declared, "not . . . to make
permanent settlements . . . , but simply to sell to the soldiers and employees of the garrison whiskey and other
forbidden articles, . . . . Some (and they were only few)
cultivated small fields of grain to be sold as forage to the
Government,"89 while others sold whiskey and guns to the
Indians. 90 An exceedingly profitable trade, thus, readily
converted quasi settlers into champions of frontier defense,
who no sooner heard of the government's intention to remove
a military post than they immediately raised a cry of
"defense."91
Pope, of course, was not alone in the belief that reports
88.

7, 1859,

Pope to Floyd, May
A Military Memoir ..., MS., (in L. R., C.
T. E .• hereafter cited as Pope. Military Memoir).
89. Ibid.• p.
Houston Denwcratic Telegraph and Texas Register. October
November 6.
Austin State Gazette. September 11,
Dail-u Missouri Republican, September
Pope, Military Memoir. pp.
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of Indian atrocities were greatly magnified and that selfish
motives played a prominent rOle in demands for the establishment and maintenance of new military positions. A
French traveller, passing through northern Texas in the
fifties, declared that except on the very distant frontiers the
Indian danger was reduced to a minimum; this observer
maintained that a degree of security prevailed on the Indian
frontier which was superior to that found in the streets of
New York, London, or Paris. 92 Similarly, Captain (later
General) George B. McClellan and Secretary of War Conrad
did not hesitate to explode the greatly exaggerated Indian
danger. "It is well known to this Department," wrote Conrad to Governor Bell of Texas, "that the inhabitants in the
neighborhood of military posts, have other reasons for wishing them to be kept up, besides the protection they afford.
The Department, therefore, is frequently urged to establish
posts where there is no real necessity for them."93 The
settlers, of course, strenuously denied such charges and the
Austin State Gazette, championing the cause of the frontiersmen, berated the federal government for its inaction
and indifference. 94 The States Rights faction even went so
far as to declare that since the national government failed or
refused to render adequate protection the citizens were justified in severing their relations from the Union. 95
The clamor for protection in New Mexico was even on
a grander scale than in Texas, Pope stated in his Memoir,
not because the Indian danger was greater but because the
New Mexicans had no market for the surplus products other
than that afforded by the government. Eighty per cent of
the money in circulation in the territory, it was estimated,
had been contributed by the civil and military departments
of the United States. 96 Naturally, when attempts were made
to remove troops from the towns into the interior or a,ban92. Victor Considerant, Au Texas (Paris, 1854), p. 74.
93. Conrad to Bell, September 30, 1852, MSS., (in Governors' Letters).
94. Committee of Citizens to Governor Pease, March 13, 1854, MSS.. (in Governors' Letters) ; Austin State Gazette, May 21, 1859.
95. Ford to Runnels, June 2, 1858, MSS.. (in Governors' Letters).
96. Pope, Military Memoir, Pp. 42-43.
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don a military post the business interests became panicky.
The Santa Fe Weekly Gazette declared the removal of troops
would ruin the country since it would deprive the people of
thousands of dollars in trade. 97 Besides the desire for legitimate profit, the illicite trade in whiskey and arms, plied by
unlicensed traders in defiance of the law, often resulted in
violence and in subsequent pleas for more adequate defense. 98
Thus, in many instances, a demand for protection was in
reality only a plea for the continuance of a lucrative trade.
Moreover, friction between the two races on other
grounds frequently played into the hands of the "champions
of frontier defense." During the so-called periods of peace
when the New Mexican Indian visited the towns he was invariably fleeced by the white man. Since the Indian rarely
received justice in the courts he sought redress in the only
way he knew. A cry of Indian danger at once arose. llll The
common ht:lrding of flocks-each herd under the charge of a
single man or boy many miles away from the settlementsserved as another cause for trouble. If in the course of a
quarrel between herders, a New Mexican killed an Indian
and took away part or all of the flock, little was known; but
if the Indian committed the violent act the settlers at once
pleaded for greater military protection. 10o Since many of
the western newspapers magnified the Indian danger and
the press in other sections of the country reproduced such
reports, the special interests won out. The numerous posts
were kept Up.tOi
97. Weightman to Alvare?. May 6. 1852. MSS., (in Twitchell Collection. New
Mexico Historical Society, Santa Fe).
98. McLaws to Ker. January 16. 1850. McLaws to Alexander, June. 6, 1850,
McLaws to Buford. June 25, 1850, MSS.. (in L. S. N. Mex., Books 6, 7); Graves to
Manypenny, November 29, 1853, MSS.. (in L. R., I. 0 .. N. Mex.); Daily Mwsouri
Relmblican, December 8, 1851; Santa Fe Weekly Gazette. November 26. 1853.
99. Pope, Military Memoir, pp. 43-44; Russell to Greiner, July 29, 1852, Greiner.
"Overawing the Indians," 1852, MSS., (in Ritch Collection, Huntington Library).
100. Pope, Military Memoir, pp. 44-45.
101. Pope, Military Memoir. pp. 37-38. Commenting on the Indian danger, John
H. Rollins. Special United States agent for Texas Indians, wrote to General Brooke:
"The reports about Indians ... are to be received with many grains of allowance ... The
News-Papers are full of falsehood on this subject and men who do not belong to the
frontier proper are writing communications for the papers . .. to bring on an Indian
war to subserve some selfish end." Rollins to Brooke, October 4. 1850, MSS., (in
Governors' Letters).
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In California, where the white man encountered the
least warlike tribes of the North American continent,102 the
outcry against the Indian danger was no less constant and
no less exaggerated. The rougher elements in the mining
districts, acknowledging neither the right of property, nor
of life in the red man, often ruthlessly and wantonly
attacked his settlements because of imaginary offenses. The
latter, feeling himself innocent, proceeded according to the
mosaic principle of "an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth."103
When ambitious politicians and greedy war speculators
"manufactured" Indian atrocities and Mexican greasers
kidnapped Indian children and wantonly killed the parents,
the war was on. 104 The cry for greater protection was followed by the establishment of new posts.
Because of the vast area of the trans-Mississippi country, and the character of the roving Indian population, many
critics considered the numerous, small frontier posts useless and expensive. Pope recommended drastic changes.
First of all, he proposed that the trader, the emigrant, the
traveller, and the business man should confine their travel
to the summer months. Moreover, Pope suggested that the
small posts beyond the reach of the settlements should be
broken up and the troops concentrated at three or four large
forts within the settlements themselves. From these outposts some mounted troops were to be dispatched into the
Indian country during the summer months, while others
were to serve as escorts for the great overland trails. Like
Jesup, Davis, and Johnston, Pope believed that constant
pressure of troops in the immediate neighborhood of the
102. H. Ex. Docs., 32 Cong., 1 Sess.. No.2, pt. 3, pp. 504-06; Frederick W.
Hodge, Handbook of American Indw.ns North of Mexico (Washington, 1907-1910),
I,
103. Wilson to Brown, May 31, 1850, Johnston to Brown, July 6, 1850, MSS.,
(in L. R., I. 0., Ca1.) ; San Francisco Daily Alta Californw., January 6, December 9,
1851, September 5, 1853.
104. San Francisco Daily Evening Picayune. December 5, 11, 1851; San Fran·
cisco Daily Alta Californw.. April 7, 1855, May 12, 1856; Wool to Henley, March 5,
1855, Henley to Manypenny, April 9, 1855, MSS., (in L. R., I. 0., Ca1.) ; Vallejo to
Governor, August 4, 1849, MS., (in Unbound Documents, pp. 93-94, Bancroft Library,
University of California).
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Indians and their families would create a deeper impression
on the red man than a thousand ineffective engagements
directed from numerous small outpostS.105 Whether the system of numerous small posts was entirely wrong or whether
the recommendations of Captain Pope and his supporters
would have solved the problem of defense any better is not
entirely certain. Neither method would probably have
proved a complete solution. This being a transition period,
the successful method of defense had to be evolved gradually.
Added to the criticism of the numerpus small posts was
the major use of infantry,1°6 which some characterized as a
"capital military blunder."107 The Daily Missouri Republican, typical of the frontier press, considered infantry a
"dead and useless expense."108 A writer in the same paper
declared: "The posts, generally garrisoned by mere fragments of a company of infantry, are no more effective in
rendering defense than so many head of sheep."109 J. W. B.
Reynolds, a member of a California emigrant company,
writing from San Jose, California contended that it would
be about as sensible to dispatch a company of boys with pop
guns to storm Sebastopol as to send infantry to fight Indians.u o The Brownsville (Texas) American Flag declared
that the "government had as well place its soldiery on
crutches and to command them to capture the wild antelope,
as to send them, on foot, in the war path of the well-mounted
warriors of the plains."111 Such criticism, however, proved
of little avail. The burden of defense was left largely in the
hands of the foot soldier. The difficulty in securing horses
and the exorbitant cost of maintaining mounted men in the
105.

Pope, Military Memoir, pp. 29-32, 49, 57-58.
106. H. Err;. Docs., 30 Cong., 2 Sess., t, No. t, pp. 164-65; Sen. Err;. Docs., 34
Cong., 1 Sess., n, No. I, pt. 2, pp. t26~27; ibid., 36 Cong., 2 Sess., n, No. t, pp. 212-13.
107. Daily Missouri Republican, August 25, 1849, January 18, 1855; Austin State
Gazette September 11, 1858; Twiggs to Thomas, July I, 1857, MSS., (in L. R., A. G.).
108. Daily Missouri Republican, August 25, 1849.
109. Ibid., September 15, 1854.
110. Austin State Gazette, December 24, 1856.
111. Brownsville (Texas) American Flag, in Austin State Gazette, July I, 1854.
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Indian country, undoubtedly, help to explain this condition. ll2
In the dozen years preceding the Civil War the federal
government had erected more than sixty military posts and
stations in the Far Southwest, but Indian outrages and
depredations continued daring and numerous. Discounting
the exaggerated reports of settlers, speculators, and the
frontier press, the fact remains that marauding bands murdered settlers, drove off stock, and even dared to attack the
military posts. During this period of unrest, in New Mexico
Territory alone, some 200 whites were killed and a million
dollars' worth of property was destroyed. Women and children captured by the Indians were frequently sold as slaves
to distant tribes. l13 The bloody campaigns waged on both
sides of the Pacific coast range, while proving disastrous for
the Indian, failed to establish a permanent peace. The frontier defense policy had been but partially successful.
Nevertheless, despite the harsh criticism directed
against the ineffectiveness of the government's chief weapon
of defense, the military stations in the Far West-and much
of the criticism was well founded-the distant posts performed a real service. Although rendering but partial protection to emigrants and the remote settlements, they nevertheless served as pioneers of civilization,114 since they served
as nuclei for important punitive and exploring expeditions.
As the officers and men scoured the plains and penetrated the
mountain fastnesses in search of plunderers, they learned
considerable about the region which heretofore had been
described as a land of "burning deserts, parched mountains,
dried up rivers, rattlesnakes, scorpions, Greasers, and
Apache."1l5 Along the Rio Grande frontier, the military
posts played no small part in the development of an extensive
112. Daily Missouri Republican, September 4, 1859; Whiting to Totten, July 4.
1849, MSS.• (in L. R.. C. E.) ; Jesup to Conrad, November 4, 1850, MSS.• (in L. B.•
Q. G., F. M.),
113. San Francisco Herald, August 21, September 14, 1859.
114. William A. Bell, New Tracks in North America (London, 1869). I, 28; Abert
to Marcy, November 17, 1848, MSS.• (in U. S. Miscellaneous, Library of Congress).
115. J. Ross Browne, Adventures in the Apache Country (New York, 1869).
pp. 11, 27.
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trade with MexicoY6 Furthermore, the troops, stationed in
the West, accompanied by government surveyors, engineers,
and scientists, constantly opened new trails, built roads, and
surveyed western rivers. Thus, the distant military stations
materially aided in binding together the older settlements
with those in the Far West and paved the way for the disappearance of the the "Last American Frontier."
116.

Sen. E",. Docs., 36 Cong., 2 Sess., No. I, pt. 2, p. 32.

FRANCISCAN MISSIONS OF NEW MEXICO 1740-1760

By HENRY W. KELLY
CHAPTER V
THE CHURCH-STATE CRISIS *
HE HISTORY of New Mexico from the founding of
T Santa
Fe in 1610 until the panic-stricken exodus of the
1

Spaniards in 1680 was filled with a running quarrel between
the civil and ecclesiastical authorities over the common
ground of mission jurisdiction, a quarrel that from time to
time boiled over, and then subsided to a simmer until the next
crisis gathered force. This futile struggle did much harm,
for the real welfare of the missions was neglected while
padre and governor exhausted themselves in charges and
counter-charges, the framing of long reports and vindicatory
memorials, which showed no trace of compromise, and resulted in little that was constructive. 2
New Mexico in the eighteenth century was, on the
whole, spared the evils of these household quarrels. However, the middle of the century saw a serious flare-up of the
old trouble, the embers of which did not cool for many years
after. In previous chapters on the missionary activities
among the Moquis, Navajos and Apaches, we noticed some
slight intimations that the secular and ecclesiastical powers
were not always smoothly coordinating. The Franciscan
charges that the governors were harming the missionary
program by non-support and positive hostility were only
• Or "The Pot and the Kettle."
1. Lansing B. Bloom, "When was Santa Fe Founded 7" NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL
REVIEW, April, 1929.
2. For a detailed study of the Church-State problem in the seventeenth century
see the following works by France V. Scholes: "Church and State in New Mexico,
1610-1650," Hi8torical Society of New Mexico Publications in Hi8tory, (Albuquerque
1937), VII; "The First Decade of the Inquisition in New Mexico," NEW MEXICO
HISTORICAL REVIEW, July, 1935; "Troublous Times in New Mexico, 1659-1670," ibid••
April, 1937; "Problems in the Early Ecclesiastical History of New Mexico," ibid., January, 1932.
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faint echoes of the terrific storm that broke allover the
Custodia in 1749 and 1750.
The governor at the time that this Church-State crisis
came to a head was Tomas Velez Cachupin, and it dragged on
through the terms of his successors, Marin del Valle and
Mateo Antonio de Mendoza. 3 One must keep in mind
throughout this entire controversy that the historian is
unfortunately forced to view matters almost entirely through
the window of a Franciscan convent. The plethora of Franciscan documents on the struggle and the contrasting scarcity of documents showing the secular side of the question
make it difficult to form opinions and pass judgment with
the desirable impartiality.
In 1749 Fray Andres Varo, then an old man, having
come from Spain as a padre in 1718 and having been custodian twice, went to Mexico for the provincial chapter meeting. He wrote, as we have seen, a report in January of that
year concerning the status of the Custodia, followed by another in March of the same year stressing the supreme necessity for a presidio in the Junta de los Rios region. These
reports were presented to the viceroy, and Fray Varo returned to New Mexico, custodian for the third time.
Meanwhile, "the fire of persecution was burning inextinguishably against the religious of the Custodia," led by
Governor Cachupin, whose ire was increased by the knowledge of Varo's two reports. Later in 174-g-the viceroy, as a
result of Varo's reports, sent Don Juan Antonio de Ornedal
y Maza to New Mexico in the official capacities of presidial
inspector and juez de residencia. Ornedal joined the Cachupin faction, and "hell conspired with all its fury to exterminate the religious from the Custodia." Ornedal, in league
with the governor, drew up a very unfavorable report of the
Franciscan administration of the missions, and recommended drastic reforms. In December, 1749, the viceroy sent
to the Franciscan provincia], Jimeno, a certified copy of
3. According to Bloom, "The Governors," 155, the terms of these three governors
were: Tomas Velez Caehupin 1749-1754; Marin del Valle 1754-1760; Mateo Antonio de
Mendoza ad i1\terim governor during 1760.
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Ornedal's slanderous report. The provincial in March, 1750,
replied to the viceroy, refuting piecemeal Ornedal's charges,
at the same time sending the copy of his report to Custodian
Varo, ordering him and the missionaries to reply in detail
to the damning charges. The provincial's somewhat generalized rebuttal would then be bolstered by special facts
from the scene of the trouble. 4
Also in March, 1750, the venerable Fray Carlos Delgado,
then seventy-three years of age, in retirement from active
missionary life at the hospice of Santa Barbara in Mexico
City, wrote a sizzling denunciation of the secular power in
New Mexico. Too old to work any longer in the field, he
wielded a savage pen in defense of his Order. 5
The other principal champion of the brown-robes, Fray
Andres Varo, did as his provincial requested, and in 1751
returned a very bulky collection of documents in defense of
the Order and denouncing the secular power. This collection
included a long, comprehensive report by Varo, supported by
shorter reports by the Vice-Custodian Manuel Trigo and
Frayles Andres Garcia, Juan Sanz de Lezaun, Manuel Vermejo and Juan Jose Oronsoro. The veracity of these reports
was solemnly ratified by numerous attestations "in verbo
sacerdotis." In order doubly to assure the viceroy of the
truth of their statements and to lend an impartial touch, the
padres included the sworn testimonials of numerous prominent colonists praising their unselfish and devoted attention
to duty.
For some reason Jimeno did not send this Varo collection to the viceroy, probably considering them too bulky,
the time inopportune or his own report of 1750 sufficient.
These documents gathered dust for a decade in the archives
of the Franciscan headquarters, the succeeding three provincials failing to make use of them. In 1761 Provincial Serrano,
acting under superior orders, as a result of continued trouble.
in New Mexico, dusted off these reports, written and col4.

Report of Provincial Serrano to Viceroy Cruillas, 1761, Hackett, Historical

Document., III. 479·480.
Ii. Hackett, Histmcal Document., III, 425.
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lected by old Varo ten years before, and made a resume of
them including long quotations from Varo's report, in addition to other letters and reports written by New Mexican
missionaries between 1758 and 1760, which he sent to the
Viceroy Cruillas. 6 I feel that this short description of the
authors, nature and chronology of the numerous reports on
this dispute is valuable in eliminating confusion when they
come up for study in the course of the chapter.
In the first place let us see what Ornedal, the presidial
inspector and judge of residencia, said in his famous report
and what the padres said in self defense. The original report
of Ornedal has not yet been located, but its contents are
known because each charge was minutely listed and refuted
by the Franciscan writers. The padres considered Ornedal
as legally incompetent to make such an all-embracing report,
for he came only as presidial inspector and to take the
residencia of the outgoing Governor Codallos (1743-1749),
having no authority to investigate the conduct of the missionaries. The provincial considered him only as a private,
voluntary informer whose charges were general, unspecific,
contradictory and containing little truth and impartiality.
Ornedal began by charging the missionaries with grave
neglect of their duties, failing to say Mass and administer
the sacraments over long periods of time, and frequently
deserting their posts to indulge in trade for their own benefit.
Secondly, Ornedal charged that, through neglect of the
padres, the Indians had not learned to speak Castilian, although the law provided that they were to be taught, and that
they did not exert themselves to learn the native dialects,
the only real way of effectively Christianizing the Indians.
The Indians usually put off confession until the hour of death
because they naturally disliked having to recount their sins
through an interpreter. Ornedal claimed that the root of the
trouble lay in the disregard that the Franciscan custodians
had for the right of royal patronage enjoyed by the governors. The custodians moved the religious about from mis6.

Hackett, Hi8torical Document., III, 480-481.
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sion to mission, making exchanges or filling vacated posts
without explaining the reason for the change or receiving
the governor's approval. A religious was not allowed to
remain in one place long enough to learn to understand the
native dialect, much less to speak it, with the result that the
padre did not reach his charges effectively.
In the third place, Ornedal accused the missionaries of
searching the houses of the Indians and forcing them to give
up grain that they had stored to feed their own families. The
padres extorted this supply in addition to the swollen harvests that they received from the fields of corn and wheat
that the Indians raised especially for the support of the missionaries. The padres, seizing the Indians' sheep, forced
them to weave fabrics of wool and also of cotton, for which
they received no pay. Ornedal went so far as to say that,
unless virtuous religious were sent to the missions, the
Indians would soon 'flee and join the heathen, for all their
property had been taken.
Fourthly, Ornedal claimed that the padres so neglected
their high calling that they engaged publicly in trade among
themselves and the Indians. The chief articles of trade were
the woolen and cotton cloths that the Inqians wove, and
should they fall short in their quotas the padres would confiscate their buffalo robes and buckskins. If the unhappy
Indians tried to complain to the civil power, they were
threatened with flogging and other dire punishments. The
padres were forced to resort to these objectionable practices
because their annual sinodos arrived greatly curtailed, and
Ornedal advocated as a remedy that the governor distribute
them in the future to insure proper allocation.
Turning from this series of charges, Ornedal, in his fifth
point, became more constructive. He advised that the missions at Santa Fe and EI Paso del Rio del Norte, where the
populations were predominantly Spanish, be taken out
of the hands of the Franciscans and turned into regular
parishes, served by secular priests under the episcopal power
of the bishop of Durango. It was the regular policy through-
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out colonial Spanish America to replace the missionary type
of regular clergy with secular priests when a frontier area
became sufficiently civilized and settled with Spanish colonists and domesticated Indians. The missionary was to
move on into new territory.
Ornedal claimed that both these settlements were prosperous and well established, yielding revenues far in advance
of those needed to support one or more religious.. He claimed
that the obventions in Santa Fe exceeded two thousand pesos,
including what was produced by the pie de tiltar, which consisted of Mass fees contributed annually by the presidial
company. The revenue of El Paso was even greater,
approaching two thousand five hundred pesos. By replacing
the two religious at each villa by one secular priest at each
place, the Hacienda real would be relieved to the amount of
four stipends, for the secular clergy would be supported by
the bishop and the parishioners.
Lastly, Ornedal devoted a large part of his report to a
scheme of retrenchment and consolidation. In order to
ease the burden of the real hacienda, he suggested reducing
the number of religious in the New Mexico missions, having
one padre take care of three neighboring missions, instead of
maintaining one in each mission. The following were the
missions affected, arranged by groups, each group to be
served by one padre.
1. Puxuque [Pojuaque?], Tesuque, Nambe.
2. San Ildefonso, Santa Clara, San Juan de los
Caballeros.
3. Cochiti, San Felipe, Santo Domingo.
4. Santa Ana, Sia, Jemez.
5. Acoma, Laguna.
This plan would release nine missionaries from service, saving the Crown nine sinodos.
Ornedal also advised retrenchment in the EI Paso region
where the four missions of Real de San Lorenzo, Senecu, La
Isleta and El Socorro were situated very close to EI Paso,
the most distant being only four leagues away. The four
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religious should be replaced by one secular priest and two
assistants, or, as an alternative, their number cut down to
one for the four missions. Although Ornedal did not visit the
Junta de los Rios missions, he proposed similar retrenchment
there, one padre to administer all six of the missions. 7
This searing denunciation with its drastic proposals of
secularization and retrenchment aroused a storm of protests
from the Franciscans, the sources, number and chronological order of which have been reviewed above. Consolidating
these various reports, we are given a minute refutation of
each of Ornedal's points, the net result of which is to clear
the Franciscan reputation and show the inadvisability of his
reforms.
The padres vigorously denied the charge that they
neglected their religious duties and frequently deserted their
posts to indulge in trade. The missionaries were men tested
in the zeal and care with which they performed their duties,
and such charges were ridiculous. The only time that a
padre left his post was when he was designated by the custodian, at the governor's request, to accompany the soldiers
and vecinos as royal chaplain on expeditions against the predatory heathen. He also was permitted to leave his post
occasionally for proper and legitimate reasons after authorization from the custodian. In his absence his flock was cared
for by the padre at the nearest mission. Given these restrictions there was no opportunity for the padre to sally forth at
will on commercial enterprises even if he were so inclined.
Fray Varo did not hesitate to admit that, as every human
organization had its flaws, the Franciscan order had its
quota of unworthy members. There were dissolute and ungovernable (relajados y discolos) frayles, those who, overcome by the common inheritance of human frailty, did not
live up to the high ideals of the Order. He mentioned especially "two frayles, who, as men, sinned, but all the frayles
being men are not like those two sinners." On the other hand
7. My authority for OrnedaI's report is the report of Provincial Ximeno to the
Viceroy. March, 1750, Hackett, Historical Documents, UI. 441-456, passim.
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the superior prelates and the custodians took special care to
eliminate the evils and punish the guilty friars, a close watch
being kept on the conduct of all the missionaries. Ornedal
characterized the whole staff of the Custodia by the weaknesses of a.few of its members, and even those discolos were
not guilty of a great many of the charges laid upon them. 8
Ornedal's charge that the padres had not only failed to
teach the Indians Castilian, but had failed to learn the native
dialects, struck at the very foundation of the mission program. If his charge was true, the padres and Indians, being
unable to exchange ideas except through interpreters, the
whole scheme of conversion and instruction was a farce.
There is general agreement among the Franciscan champions that the vast majority of the Indians did understand
Castilian well, and were able to confess in that language, a
condition resulting from the constant diligence of the padres
and the desire of the Indians to learn.
Ornedal's charge "that not a single Indian in any of the
I!1issions, receives during his life any other sacrament than
that of penance and then only at the moment of death and by
an interpreter" was a gross distortion of the truth. He expanded what was an unusual case into a prevalent condition.
Varo admitted that there were a few Indians who stubbornly refused to confess in Spanish, preferring their own
tongue, and it was they whl) would postpone confession until
death using an interpreter. Varo cited the example of one
Indian who appeared eager to become a Christian, made
rapid strides in the instruction, but, when all prepared for
baptism, refused to receive it in spite of all the arguments
and pleadings of the padre. So obdurate was the Indian that
Varo exclaimed in exaggeration, "Heavens, what an Indian!"
(Valgate Dios que Indio!) The Indian held out for years,
yielding only at the approach of death, exclaiming "now's the
time, now's the time, for I am dying." These examples were
the rare exceptions, and most of the Indians confessed at
8. Ximeno Report, 1750, Hackett. Historical Documents, III, 441; Yaro Report.
1751, B. N., Leg. 9, Doc. 17, Folio 13v and 17.
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least once a year, to comply with the precepts of the Church.
The padres did not acquit themselves very well of the
charge of failure to learn the native dialects, of which the
Queres, Tewa and Tigua were predominant. 9 They denied
the truth of Ornedal's charge, but failed to come out with a
strong, positive assertion of their knowledge of the native
tongues, arriving at such a conclusion only by indirection or
inference. Padre Varo probably came nearest to the truth,
yet he was contradictory. He claimed that most of the ministers understood the native dialects, and "more than three"
both understood and spoke them, but that none of them had
a complete mastery, although enough of one to fulfill their
duties. In this "more than three" group was one unnamed
padre who "understands and talks it [the Indian language]
as perfectly as the Indians." We are left with the impression
that this matter of Indian dialects was a sore point with the
padres, an impression that is strengthened by the frequent
references to the use of interpreters. The padres certainly
do not stand acquitted if, out of twenty-five missionaries in
the Santa Fe region of the Custodia, only three or four were
able to understand and speak the native dialects. However,
their assertions that the Indians understood Spanish stands
on firmer ground, and after all it was really more desirable
to make Spanish the common language, for its general usage
would intensify and accelerate the program of conversion
and cultural assimilation of the Indians.
Ornedal laid the failure of the padres to learn the native
tongues to their frequent shifting from one mission to another. Varo, dodging the issue, said that thirty years of
experience in mission administration had convinced him of
the wisdom of these periodical redistributions He insisted
that the custodian was under no obligation to submit his
plans for distribution of the missionaries to the governor,
who illegally was attempting to expand his powers of patronage. The change of atmosphere had a freshening effect
on both the padres and the Indians. In fact, the Indians of
9.

See earlier, Chart in Chapter II.
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one mission petitioned a former custodian for a new padre,
not because their present one was lax or oppressive, but
merely "because the padre has been with us for a long time."
I think that we will all agree that Padre Varo's psychology
was sound. 10
Against the serious charges of enforced personal service, extortion of Indian property and general oppression the
padres piled up convincing proof of their innocence. Ornedal
employed glittering generalities, blanket denunciations,
almost entirely unsupported by specific instances of such
oppression. From the earliest missionary times it was the
custom for the Indians to cultivate a field called "the
father's." This the Indians did voluntarily and gladly, for
they were burdened with no obventions as were the Spaniards. The padre's milpa yielded only enough to meet his
indispensable requirements, not a swollen harvest. As proof
that the Indians plan·ted the padre's milpa willingly the case
was cited of one group of mission Indians who refused to
accede to the request of their over-scrupulous minister that
they cease to trouble themselves with his plot, but instead
supply him at their pleasure from their own harvests. The
Indians wanted to continue the cultivation of the padre's
plot, for he often supplied them with corn when they were in
need.
.Padres Vermejo and Lezaun, after their unfortunate
experience with the Navajo-Apaches at Cebolleta and Encinal in the spring of 1750, were stationed at the missions
of Zia and Santa Ana respectively. They have left us some
interesting information on this matter of the padre's milpa.
Quite l,ogically, this sowing could not be excessive, for the
object was to keep the Indians docile, and to do so they had
to be brought to love their minister. In 1750 at Zia the fields
planted for Fray Vermejo yielded sixteen fanegas of corn (a
fanega equals 1.56 bushels) and less than two fanegas together of chile and beans. This harvest was an unusually
10. Varo Report, 1751, B. N., Leg. 9, Doc. 17, Folio 5v-6v; 13v-14v; Ximeno Report, 1750, Hackett, Historical Documents, III, 445.

158

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

abundant one as the alcaldes and Indians could testify. The
alcalde of Jemez could testify that the Indians of that pueblo
never sowed more than two fanegas of wheat for their padre,
which that year yielded thirteen fanegas. At Santa Ana the
Indians in 1750 sowed for Padre Lezaun one-half a fanega
of wheat and a cupful (como una jicara) of corn, the barnbursting harvest from such an abundant sowing being easily
visualized. In the other missions the most that was sown
for the padres was three or four fanegas as the alcaldes could
testify. Sometimes the padres did not get a single grain of
wheat due to frequent plagues. In 1749 Vermejo had to
support himself on gu,aiabes,l°a not having any wheat. There
was no use in gathering a harvest greater than the padre's
own needs, for there was no market, and the surplus would
only spoil. Only a few of the Indians of each pueblo worked
in the padre's field, and while so occupied they were fed at
his expense.
The missionaries did not extort extra supplies of corn
from the homes of the Indians or steal livestock from their
corrals, for the Indians would not stomach this injustice, and
would lose respect for them and the religion that they taught.
At Acoma and Zuni the Indians willingly supplied their
padres with fresh meat daily because they had large flocks of
sheep and goats.
Equally false was the charge that the padres forced the
Indians to spin and weave large quantities of wool into
manta.-s. Where did the padres get all this wool to keep the
poor Indians busy? They had no flocks themselves. In the
Rio A rriba district, that is, north of Santa Fe in which nine
missions were located, neither the Spaniards nor the Indians
raised sheep in sufficient numbers to yield a sizeable wool
crop. The truth was, according to Padre Vermejo, that a
sheep was killed every fifteen days for the padre's support.
lOa. Guaiabe is a Pueblo Indian term for tbeir wafer-like corn bread. Well ground
Corn (not wheat) is prepared in a thin batter; then on a flat stone, well heated over
the fire, the Indian woman quickly spreads a handful to cook, and deftly folds the
sheet as it is finished. It tastes like H corn flakes," and Vermeio might easily have
fared worse; but protracted use of unleavened corn might weary one who was
accustomed to leavened wheat loaves.
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The wool was pulled from the pelt by two semaneros. who
kept half for themselves, the balance being woven into
clothes for the padre. In the nine missions of Rio Abajo,
where wool and cotton were more plentiful the Indians did
weave a few mantas to meet the padre's needs, but in no such
stupendous and excessive quantities as Ornedal reported. l l
The padres showed themselves very thankful for the
sinodos which the Crown sent annually. Ornedal claimed
that the padres engaged publicly in trade because their salaries arrived greatly curtailed.. This was untrue, and Ornedal, in order to support such a statement, would have to
have had access to the Franciscan records which in fact were
not available to him. The medium of exchange being mantas,
buffalo robes and buckskins (gamuzas) , the padres did obtain enough of the latter from the nomads to meet their
necessities not taken care of by royal aid and the yield of the
padres' fields.] 2
Ornedal, not content with heaping lies upon the good
name of the Order, gave the missionaries no credit for the
good work that they were doing. He made no mention of the
missionary activitieB among the heathen, of their willing
service as army chaplains, whenever called, on the campaigns
against the nomads or of the physical labor that they themselves did in constructing arid repairing convents and
churches with no aid from the civil government. Fray Vermejo in the fall of 1750 was working personally with his
Indians in building a new church and repairing the convent
that had fallen into disrepair. At Santa Ana, Fray Lezaun,
when he took over the mission, found the church half crumbled. In the short time of two months, under his direction,
the. Indians extracted vigas from the mountains, made
adobes and restored the church perfectlyYJ
11. Ximeno Report, 1750. Hackett, Historical Documents, III, 446-447; VermejoLezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 82, Folio 3v-4v; Varo Report, 1751, B. N., Leg.
9, Doc. 17, Folio 15v; Trigo Report, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 69, Folio 7.
12. Ximeno Report, 1750, Hackett, Hist<>rical Documents, III, 449; Varo Report,
1751. B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 17, Folio 12v-13; 15v.
13. Vermejo.Lezaun Report, 1750. B. N., Leg. 8. Doc. 82, Folio 5v.
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In order to lend their assertions more validity in the
eyes of the viceroy, the padres obtained about a dozen testimonials, all given during the summer and fall of 1750, by
prominent laymen in the kingdom. It is interesting to note
that every testimonial was given by an ordinary vecino or an
ex-official, a former alcalde mayor, an alferez, a captain or
lieutenant of the presidio. The absence of testimonials of
officials then in office is explained by a decree issued by Governor Cachupin in 1750, which was intended to gag the
padres. This decree forbad the alcaldes mayores under any
condition to issue certificates to the padres under penalty of
a two hundred peso fine, deprivation of office and other drastic punishments. In this way the padres were unable to refute the charges made by Ornedal and the governor with testimonials of good conduct from the alcaldes. This decree was
confirmed by all of Cachupin's successors, through the term
of Governor Mendoza in 1760. So effective was this censureship that Franciscan provincials in Mexico got very little
news from the northern part of the Custodia. Varo's famous
report of 1751 would not have reached the provincial had it
not been smuggled out by a religious. The Franciscans were
forced to send their official mail among the papers of the
Holy Office with which the governors dared not tamper.
This decree accounted for a decade of Franciscan silence in
the Church-State quarrel, between the time that the Provincial Ximeno in March, 1750 sent the viceroy the first refutation of the Ornedal charges and the final recapitulation sent
to the viceroy in 1761 by Provincial Serrano. 14
For this reason the padres in 1750 were forced to obbin
testimonials from men who would not incur the penalties
connected with such a service. The testimony of the colonist
Geronimo Jaramillo, "a native of this Kingdom of New Mexico and one of its conquerors," is typical of that given by all.
This old follower of Vargas was proud of his title of conquistador, which lent his testimony added prestige. Many
14. Vermeio-Lezaun Report. October 29, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 82, Folio 5;
Serrano Report, 1761, Hackett, Historical Documents, III, 496-497.
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of these rude, old Spaniards found the pen unwieldy and
their grammar and spelling very rusty as they laboriously
scratched down the testimonials. One of them, Diego Torres,
was forced to dictate his testimony, affixing his signature
with great difficulty. Jaramillo, for fifty-six years a resident
of New Mexico, vouched for the good conduct of the padres;
the careful performan2e of their religious duties; that the
Indians sowed only enough for their essential needs; that the
Indian weavers supplied them with only a bare minimum of
sheets and mantas; that they exacted no obventions from
their charges; extorted no property, and did not engage improperly in trade. 15
The padres vigorously opposed Ornedal's plan to replace
them in Santa Fe and EI Paso with secular priests. Provincial Ximeno claimed that Ornedal was not in a position to·
obtain detailed information concerning the church revenue
produced in these towns. He could only have determined that
sum by an examination of the books kept by the missionaries
at each place, a privilege that he did not enjoy. HIs statements that the obventions of Santa Fe produced two thousand pesos annually and those of EI Paso two thousand five
hundred were gross exaggerations. In 1748 the total obventions at EI Paso came only to one thousand two hundred
pesos and neither villa was in a position to be converted into
a curacy.16
This attempt to introduce secular clergy was only one
more phase of a long, complicated and bitter struggle that
had been dragging on within the Church, namely the attempt
of the nearest episcopal authority, the Bishop of Durango,
to extend his jurisdiction over New Mexico. The quarrel
started in 1725 when Bishop Crespo visited the Custodia,
penetrating only as far north as EI Paso, where he exercised
his functions without much opposition. However, in 1730,
on his next visit he came all the way to Santa Fe. In several
of the missions the friars refused him permission to adminis15. B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 76, Folio 2-13, passim.
16. Ximeno Report, 1750, Hackett, Historical Documents, 111, 450-451; Varo Report, 1751, B. N., Leg. 9, Doc. 17, Folio 20v.
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ter the sacrament of Confirmation, acting upon instructions
from the custodian, Fray Andres Varo, who in turn was
obeying superior orders. Bishop Crespo began legal proceedings against the padres. The trial dragged on interminably
with appeals and counter-appeals, the advantage swinging
from one side to the other. Bishop Elizacochea continued to
prosecute the case of his predecessor, and brought it before
the Council of the Indies. He visited New Mexico in 1737
without any recorded opposition, leaving a record of his passage on Inscription Rock (EI Morro) near Zuni. The law
suit bt;lgun years before by Crespo, was still simmering in
1750. The padres evidently suspected, with good reason, that
Ornedal was an agent of the bishop, and were determined
not to subordinate their Custodia to the Durangan mitre,
which in their eyes would be to its prejudice. Santa Fe was
removed over four hundred arduous leagues from Durango,
a distance too great to enable the bishop, without the elaborate organization of the Franciscans, to exercise effective
control, and the missions were too poor to support parish
priests, who would have no royal sinodos. Moreover, the
Franciscans dreaded the thought of being subordinated to a
strange authority after two centuries of autonomy, a subordination which might ultimately result in their complete
removal.
The bishop, regardless of the undecided state of the
lawsuit, by 1750 had succeeded in placing jueces ecclesiasticos at ;Santa Fe and EI Paso, and was collecting tithes,17
qrnedal's "economy streak" in the New Mexico missions involved cutting down the number of missionaries, and
therefore the number of sinodos, by having one padre administer several missions instead of only one. To a person with
an eye to slashing expenditures, having casually glanced at
a map of the missions, Ornedal's plan would seem quite
sensible and long overdue, for the neat little churches, desig:
nating missions, look but a stone's throw apart. However,
17. Bancroft, History of New Mexico, 240-242; Twitchell, Leading Facts. I. 437;
Varo Report, 1749. B. N .• Leg. 8, Doc. 57, Folio 5v-6; Ximeno Report, 1750. Hackett,
Histc;rical Documents, III, 450.
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such a person would be guilty of over-simplified and perfunctory thinking. Such, in fact, was the opinion of the padres of
Ornedal's scheme. He traveled along the camino real in
comparative ease in a carriage or on horseback, visiting only
a few of the pueblos and getting no conception of the difficulties of travel off the beaten track. He had only a rough idea
of the locality and accessibility of many of the missions. He
did not consider that the missionary might be called upon at
any hour, night or day, in all sorts of weather, to make sick
calls or say Mass. "They are exposed to great danger and
peril at all times, having to cross rivers in canoes often at
night and at times when their waters are in flood and very
rapid." Certainly anyone who has traveled considerably in
present day New Mexico will agree with Padre Ximeno in
his estimate of the difficulties of travel. Even today ·one need
only desert the main highways to experience the many obstacles that beset the traveller; the stickiest, most slippery mud
in existence; red, death-dealing torrents of water suddenly
rounding the bend of a dry arroyo, caused by a cloudburst
miles away; earth shaking electrical storms and deep snows
in the winter. All these the padre experienced, on foot or
horseback.
The missionary could not possibly attend to all his
multifarious duties under the conditions suggested by Ornedal. He could not answer all the simultaneous calls in different missions for his services; he might reach a dying Indian
too late to aid him. "The Catholic Kings, in their Christian
and pious zeal, do not desire to save the royal funds at such
expense to the spiritual welfare ..." of their subjects.
Besides the damage to the spiritual welfare of the Indians that this excessive retrenchment would have caused,
the provincial reminded the viceroy that the missionaries, as
human beings, needed some earthly consolations. He cited a
passage from the mediaeval Spanish law code, Las Siete Partidas, that no friar should be sent off alone, for he needed the
company of others "to comfort him, and give him strength to
struggle with the devil, the world and the flesh, which are the
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enemies of the Soul, for he who lives alone is miserable."
Alfonso the Wise knew his practical psychology, and the law
that he perpetuated was dusted off in an effort to alleviate
the loneliness of friars living in a remote valley, thousands
of miles from Spain, five hundred years after that monarch's
reign.
Ornedal ignored both the laws of the Church and the
Siete Partidas when he intended a solitary man to care for
two, three or even four missions. Yet he showed himself
inconsistently lenient when he suggested that the missions of
the El Paso region be erected into curacies, for he gave the
curate two ecclesiastics to bear him company. Ironically
the provincial asked, "Is this, perchance, because the sack
cloth worn by the religious is woven in a loom of less
account ?"18
We have seen how the padres defended their reputations
from the charges heaped upon them by the Cachupin-Ornedal clique and, with one exception, the ignorance of native
dialects, they acquitted themselves in a convincing manner.
But they did not confine themselves to the defensive, for the
Ornedal report and trouble with the governor had aroused
their anger, and they struck out on a vigorous offensive. The
Franciscan counterblast was bitter to the extreme, and innumerable charges of all varieties were heaped upon the secular
authorities. Again, in making evaluations, one must constantly keep in mind that we see the governor and his henchmen only in the lurid light of the Franciscan denunciations,
but even after making a liberal discount for clerical exaggerations, the hands of the secular authorities appear far
from clean.
Governor Cachupin, Ornedal and the alcaldes exercised
a cruel tyranny over the Franciscans, the Indians and the
vecinos, in fact the whole Kingdom groaned under continual
oppression. Listen to the wail that Padre Varo, like another
Jeremiah, sent out of the desert:
18.

Ximeno Report, 1750, Hackett. Historical Documents. III. 451-454.
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Oh land and Kingdom of New Mexico! So long
oppressed, humiliated, and persecuted, so often not
governed, but tyrannized over by these unworthy
chiefs, who, having been honored by our Catholic
and most zealous Kings with the governorship for
the purpose of establishing peace, administering
justice, upholding the law of God, protecting the
poor, especially the unhappy Indians and defending the community of Christians from the heathen
who surround it on all sides, do not do SO.19
Padre Carlos Delgado in his blistering report "concerning the abominable hostilities and tyrannies of the governors and alcaldes mayores toward the Indians to the
consternation of the Custodia," indulged in an even more
sweeping denunciation:
I declare, that of the eleven governors and the many
alcaldes mayores whom I have known in the long
period of forty years that I have served at the mission called San Agustin de la Isleta, most of them
have hated, and do hate to the death, and insult and
persecute the missionary religious, causing them all
the troubles and annoyances that their passion dictates, without any other reason or fault than the
opposition of the religious to the very serious injustices which the said governors and alcaldes
inflict upon the helpless Indians recently received
into the faith, so that the said converts shall not
forsake our holy law and flee to the heathen, to
take up anew their former idolatries. 20
Most of the governors looked upon their office as a commercial enterprise, although forbidden by law to indulge
in trade while in office, using every minute of their term to
amass a private fortune. Many came burdened with debts,
obsessed with the one idea of putting themselves on their feet
financially and ignored completely the welfare of the province. The resources of the Kingdom were few and slim, and
exploitation of the Indians, through the alcaldes mayores,
19.
20.

Serrano Report. 1761, Hackett, Histe>rical Document., III. 483.
Delgado Report, 1750, Hackett, Historical Document., III, 426.
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was one of the few ways to acquire wealth even to the extent
of fifty or sixty thousand pesos in the five year term. 21
Perhaps the most flagrant form of exploitation to which
the Indians were subjected by the secular authorities was the
oppressive system of personal service. According to law the
Indian was to be treated as a free laborer and paid for his
work. These serruJ,neros served in shifts for the period of a
week at the end of which time they were replaced by another
shift. They were mainly household servants performing
various tasks about the residences of the governor and the
alcaldes. The Indians serving the governors were drawn
from the missions up stream (Rio Arriba) during the
warmer months, that is from Easter to All Saints' Day and
from down stream (Rio Abajo) during the colder months,
from All Souls' Day to Easter, for many of the northern
pueblos were snow bound during the winter. The new shift
arrived every Sunday at the Royal Palace in Santa Fe, consisting of five men and five women. The men cut and hauled
firewood, and performed other menial tasks. The principal
employment of the women was the grinding of corn on their
stone metates. No Indian escaped this service, not even the
young neophytes that were being instructed by the padres.
The semaneros had to come as best they could, on foot or
horseback, often many leagues, in all conditions of weather,
the suffering being especially intense in winter when a heavy
blanket of snow covered the Santa Fe region.
Misfortunes and scandals frequently resulted in connection with the Indian servants. The married women, who
left their pueblos pregnant, often had miscarriages as a
result of the hard labor and the hardships of the long journey to and from Santa Fe. 22 Even more common was the
disrespect that some of the governors and alcaldes had for
the sacredness of the Indian family. They openly violated
the wives and daughters with the result that many husbands
repudiated their wives. Padre Delgado gives a graphic
description of the callousness of the officials in this respect.
21.
22.

Serrano Report, 1761, Hackett, Historical Documents, III, 486.
Lezaun Report, 1760, Hackett, Historical Documents, III, 470-471.
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The shameless way in which the officials conduct
themselves in this particular is proved by an occasion when a certain Governor was in conversation
with some missionaries, and an Indian woman
came into their presence to charge him with the
rape of her daughter, and he, without changing
countenance ordered that she be paid by merely
giving her a buffalo skin that he had on hand. 2a
In addition the missions had to furnish every week
Indians to herd the governor's sheep and cattle. They not
only built corrals and sheared the sheep but furnished the
poles, axes and shears. A great evil was the custom of forcing the Indians to drive the governor's cattle to Chihuahua
City, over two hundred leagues from Santa Fe. Such a trip
gave the Indian little chance to till his fields and care for his
family.
The governors were hand in glove with the alcaldes,
and, upon selling them their wands (varas) of office, advised
them to join in squeezing the Indians dry. The alcaldes were
given a free hand as long as they obeyed the governor and
kept him friendly by liberal gifts. Following the example of
the governors, they exploited the Indians living in their
alcaldia. It cost them nothing to raise, harvest and grind a
crop of corn or wheat, using squads of conscripted Indians.
The Indians also performed other tasks; clearing acequias,
making adC!bes, weeding fields and shearing sheep. The
alcaldes rarely appeared in the pueblos, unless it was to
squeeze the Indians in some way, for themselves or the governors. "Everywhere there is nothing but 'let Indians come,'
'let Indians go,' 'let Indians carry that' ... "24
Besides this personal, semanero type of service the Indians were exploited in other ways. The governors through
the alcaldes collected all the wool they could from the Indians,
alloting a certain amount to each pueblo to be washed,
combed, carded, spun and woven into blankets and delivered
23. Delgado Report. 1750, Hackett, Historical Doc"mentH, III. 427-428.
24. Serrano Report, 1761, Hackett, Histo'r'ieal Documents. III, 485;
Report, 1750, Hackett. Historical Documents, III. 427.
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by a certain date. One can imagine the labor of transporting
these blankets to Santa Fe, sometimes from missions as far
distant as Zuni, seventy leagues away. In 1750 the alcalde of
Isleta forced the Indians of that pueblo to shear "over one
thousand" head of his sheep (mill y tantas). The wool was
distributed, a blanket required from each home. 25 In the
same year the alcalde collected from the pueblo nearly two
hundred blankets that the Indians had been forced to weave
for the governor. 26
"For none of these immense labors do these unfortunates
receive any other reward, wage, or recompense than this;
that it is for the senor governor, it belongs to the senor governor, the senor governor orders it."27
Not content with burdening the Indians with the hated
tejidos, the governors had the alcaldes "buy" or extort from
the pueblos large quantities of maize, which the Indians had
to carry gratis to the governor's residence. Payment was
usually long overdue, if forthcoming at all, and then, only at
greatly reduced rates. Payment was made in kind there
being no money, usually in the form of baubles called chuchumates,-glass beads, cheap knives and awls or a few fistfuls
of low grade tobacco. 28
Frequently the officials made no pretense of paying,
frankly extorting the maize. In July 1749 Fray Juan de
Lezaun at San Felipe saw the alcalde and the lieutenant of
the presidio remove one hundred and sixty-five fanegas of
corn by order of the governor. The Indians ca~ried it to
Santa Fe, but received no payment. At Acoma the Indians
were forced by the alcalde, Antonio de Ruyamor, acting
again under Governor Cachupfn's order, to give up one hundred and thirty-three fanegas of corn, which they grudgingly
stored in the convent. In October, 1749, when Governor
Cachupin visited Acoma, he discovered that the corn had
been spoiled (estaba comido de jorgojo) and ordered the
25.
26.
27.
28.

Trigo Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 69, Folio 6.
Vermejo-Lezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 82, Folio 12.
Serrano Report, 1761, Hackett, Historical Documents, Ill, 485.
Delgado Report, Hackett, Hi..torical Documents, Ill, 426.
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Indians to furnish a new supply. This so enraged the
Acomas that they armed themselves. Governor Cachupin,
after his notorious visit to the new missions of Encinal and
Cebolleta, returned to Acoma, where, in the padres' presence,
his men forced the Indians to turn over sheep from their
corrals, being paid one real for the animals, whose worth
was two belduques. Those Indians who were unwilling to
sell their sheep at such a price were forced to do so. The
same thing happened at Laguna. Padre Vermejo attributed
the refusal of the Navajo-Apaches at the near-by missions
of Cebolleta and Encinal to continue in their intention of
becoming Christians to what they saw were the concomitants
of Christianity.
The governors, after they had amassed a large supply of
corn, blankets, and livestock shipped them to Mexico for
sale. In 1750 Governor Cachupin allowed Lieutenant General Bernardo Bustamante to send a shipment of corn, extorted from the needy Indians, to Chihuahua at a time when
two years of crop failures had reduced the inhabitants to
such straits that they were forced to subsist on toasted strips
of sheep skin (chicharros) and insects. 29
The padres were powerless to stop the injustices of the
governor and his minions. When they raised their voices in
protest he and the· alcaldes persecuted and insulted them,
heaping upon them false charges certified by suborned witnesses. The governor was able to force the custodian to
transfer a crusading padre (an illegal use of Royal patronage) to a quiet out of the way mission, by refusing to
certify the yearly sinodo estimates. If the viceroy received
no certification from the governor the salaries were not sent.
In addition to this, recall Governor Cachupin's decree forbidding the alcaldes to grant the padres any certificates, thus
effectively preventing them from denouncing him or defending themselves outside the Kingdom. 30
The "insults, injuries, oppressions and dishonors" that
the governors heaped upon the padres until they were so
29.
SO.

Vermejo-Lezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg, 8, Doc. 82, Folio 8-9.
Delgado Report, 1750, Hackett, Histori<:al Documents, III, 429-430.
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cowed that they could not defend the Indians, do not seem so
terrible to the layman, in fact they appear to boil down to a
few threats, bad names and protruded tongues. Padre Varo
in a sanctimonious vein wrote, "there have been governors
who have very nearly gone so far as to strike the padres."31
The worst that Governor Cachupin seems to have done was
to heap insults on certain padres, brandishing at the same
time a cudgel over their heads. He also threatened to banish Padres Ignacio Pino and Andres Garcia to Mexico, tied
over the backs of mules. 32 In spite of the fact that the padres
had no physical means of protecting the Indians from injustice they seem to have ceased their protests and lost courage
too readily.
The padres were quite justified in their complaints that
the cruelties, extortions, and forced labors imposed by the
secular officials upon the Indians had a disastrous effect on
the mission program. An Indian could not be expected to
become attached to a religion and a way of life that for him
brought nothing but misery and unrecompensed hard work.
Consequently, we run across the frequent complaints that
many Indians in desperation apostacized, and joined the
heathen, confirming them in their idolatry. When Padre
Delgado went among the heathen apostates, they in bitter
reply to his exhortations, showed him huge scars received at
the hands of the alcaldes. Why should they go back to such
a life?33
It is a black picture that the padres give us of the governors and the alcaldes, one that must be considerably overdrawn, yet enough candor and honest evidence remain to
justify the conclusion that the Indians bore the brunt of
many injustices, and that the padres were their best and
most conscientious friends. Because both parties in this bitter struggle took such uncompromising stands, not admitting
a single virtue in the opposing camp, and because the vast
majority of the available evidence is on the side of the
31.
32.

33.
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padres, it is only just and significant to cite two of the few
available records that show the secular authorities in a more
favorable light.
In September, 1742 an Indian from Nambe brought
charges against two Spaniards who had invaded his melon
patch, given him a beating and made off with six melons.
The Spaniards were fined twenty and fifteen pesos respectively.34
In 1753, while Cachupin was still governor, the Indians
of San Felipe mission had arranged to buy a tract of land
from a Spanish family at Angostura for nine hundred pesos.
The alcalde of that district advised the governor that the
Indians should be protected against fraud by the appointment of two honest, capable persons to appraise the land in
question. Cachupin appointed the appraisers and the result
of their investigation proved that the land had been overvalued by three hundred pesos. The governor therefore ordered the sale at six hundred pesos which was done, the
Indians paying for the land in cattle, sheep, and buckskins.
This incident certainly indicates that Governor Cachupin
was fully aware of the customary methods used at the time
to defraud the Indians, and was determined to prevent
unfair procedure. 35
These are not unique cases, and indicate that sometimes
the governors and alcaldes did have the interest of the Indians at ·heart.
CHAPTER

VI

THE PREDATORY NOMAD

Interwoven with the many-sided Church-State conflict
and of vital concern to the welfare of the missions was the
relation of the secular authority with the heathen nomads.
This relation was of a dual nature; positive and negative,
with the emphasis on the negative side. The chief task of the
governor in his capacity as captain general of the Kingdom
34.
35.
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of New Mexico was to protect the missions, and thereby hold
Spain's frontier from the attacks of the wild Indian. We
have seen that at Santa Fe was stationed one of the two presidios in the Kingdom, the nearest other being four hundred
miles south at EI Paso. This garrison consisted of eighty
soldiers, certainly a ridiculously small number to protect so
vast an area against a very formidable and numerous foe.
With the exception of the Moquis, the Pueblo Indians
after the completion of the reconquest in 1696 ceased to be
a military problem. Experience had taught them the futility
of fighting the Spaniards. The enemy lay without. The
eighteenth century, as no previous period in the history of
New Mexico, was one of almost constant warfare between
the Spaniards and the nomad enemies-the Apaches, the
Navajos, the Utes (Yutas) and in particular the Comanches. In the middle of the eighteenth century there
seems to have been very little trouble from the Navajos and
Apaches, the enemy par excellence being the Comanches and
to a lesser extent the Utes, who often joined the Comanches
in their plundering.
That the presidial soldiers succeeded in holding their
own against the nomads is indeed an amazing feat. It is true
that they were re-enforced by the Spanish vecinos and
Indian levies from the missions, but this handful of men was
the core of the military power of the Kingdom. The argument
might be raised that Cortes and Pizarro conquered powerful,
aboriginal empires, peopled with thousands of warriors, with
not many more men than the governor had at his disposal
at Santa Fe. This is very true, but it must be remembered
that these two conquistadores, not to detract one bit from
their amazing achievements, owed their success in large part
to superior weapons, to that terrible beast, the horse, and to
the enemy's superstitious fears upon which they were able
to capitalize. On the other hand, the presidial soldier in
Santa Fe had neither a material nor psychological advantage
over his clever enemy. Mr. A. F. Bandelier sums up the situation very thoroughly:
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The savage Indians grasped the utility of the horse
and of firearms with much greater vigor than
sedentary tribes, and the complaint is often heard
that the Apaches as well as the Comanches were
better armed and better equipped than the few
Spanish soldiers, who pretended to defend New
Mexico against their incursions !l
The Comanches were master fighters. Using guerrilla
tactics, extremely mobile on their swift, hardy ponies, armed
with up-to-date firearms, they struck suddenly and disappeared before. the' soldiers at Santa Fe could saddle their
horses. Unlike the Incas and the Aztecs they indulged in no
suicidal frontal attacks in mass formation, but fought by
surprise attacks, ambuscades, cutting down small detachments, and raiding isolated Spanish settlements and outlying
missions. As an indication of the desperate straits to which
the Spaniards were reduced by the Indian menace, in 1770
the Feast of Our Lady of Victory was established in which
public prayers were offered, and a religious procession
wound through the streets in an appeal for aid against the
enemy.2
In view of the overwhelming odds facing the military
power its achievements were quite laudable. The Indian
menace was by no means ended in this period nor for that
matter until long after the United States had taken over the
Southwest,S but the governors were constantly despatching
or leading expeditions to punish the nomads. That the fighting was marked with the traditional Spanish ferocity was
1. Adolf F. Bandelier, Investigations in the South WeBt, part I, 212, appearing as
a footnote in Twitchell, I.eading Facts, I, 440.
2. "Information communicated by Juan Candelaria of this Villa de San Francisco Xavier de Albuquerque, Born 1692-Age 84," NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW,
July, 1929, 296-297.
3. Several years ago, while I was working at a cattle rancb in San Miguel County,
in north central New Mexico, I heard a vivid echo of those once terrible Comanche
raiders. I was riding with a fine, gray haired Spanish American, whose family had
lived in that locality for centuries. As we approached a group of weathered, sandstone boulders, standing grotesquely in the rolling prairie. he reined in his horse and
pointed to them saying that there his grandfather and thirty other Mexican sheep.
herders had been surprised and slaughtered by marauding Comanches from Oklahoma
Indian territory. This incident occurred a century later than the period that we are
considering, and New Mexico was flying the flag of a powerful Republic I
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certainly true, for, on March 21; 1741, Governor Mendoza
issued a decree prohibiting the pillaging of the settlements of
savage Indians when they were occupied by defenseless
women and children during the campaign. That this decree
was disregarded is indicated by the issuance of a similar
decree on May 30, 1744 by Governor Codallos, prohibiting
cruelty to defenseless women and children of the hostiles. 4
In June, 1746 the Comanches raided the Pueblo of
Pecos, killing twelve inhabitants, and also committing depredations at Galisteo and elsewhere. The popular clamor for
military action caused Governor CodalIos to ask for increased powers. After the inevitable reports and investigations the viceroy granted the necessary authority. In October, 1747 Codallos, with over five hundred men, including
presidial soldiers, Spanish colonists, levies of mission Indians and Indian allies, came upon the Comanches and some
of their Ute allies north of Abiquiu, and won a decisive victory. The governor reported the capture of two hundred and
six enemies, one hundred and seven more having been killed.
Four of the captives were shot and nearly a thousand horses
captured. In January, 1748 Codallos, with a smaller force
repulsed the Comanches at Pecos, although his Indian allies
suffered some fatalities. 5
Governor Codallos' successor, Tomas Cachupin, was
also an active campaigner. In 1751 he marched against the
Comanches, who had raided Galisteo mission. With one hundred and sixty-four men behind him he caught up with the
Comanches and drove one hundred and forty-five of them
into a tular to which he set fire. One hundred and one Comanches perished in the smoke and flames, and the balance
were taken prisoners. Keeping four 'hostages, Cachupin
released forty of the captives to join their women and children. This spectacular victory was gained with only one
fatality to the Spanish force. Cachupin's success brought him
4.
5.
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Bancroft, History of Ne'll' Mexi~o. 249.

FRANCISCAN MISSIONS OF NEW MEXICO 175
the congratulations of the viceroy, who reported the victory
to the King. 6
These victories as reported by the governors seem quite
impressive, and the viceroy must have felt that his subordinates were sparing themselves no effort or danger to defend that distant Spanish outpost from the attacks of the
nomad Indians. However, the viceregal confidence in the
truth of the gubernatorial reports must have been severely
shaken by the very upsetting and contradictory reports that
reached him from the missionaries in New Mexico.
In the eyes of the padres a consistent, wise, just and
vigorous policy towards the nomad gentiles was necessary on
the part of the secular authority of the Kingdom to ensure
the welfare of the missions and the Spanish settlements.
Franciscan reports from New Mexico not only charged the
governors with gross neglect of their military duties, the
reporting of expeditions and victories that had no basis
in fact but with injustice and cruelty in their treatment of
the soldiers, and, even worse, of directly furnishing the
enemy with arms and supplies.
In order to understand the nature of this charge of
gubernatorial connivance with the enemy it is necessary,
briefly, to consider the economic life of the Kingdom. Agriculture and stock raising were the principal sources of livelihood for the Spanish colonists. The vecinos, for the most
part were small farmers, raising their crops and fruits in
narrow fields in the bottoms of rock-bound canyons, where
irrigation was possible. They had considerable numbers of
horses, mules, cattle, sheep, goats and other livestock. Mining and the manufacturing industries were of minor importance. Money was practically non-existent, and barter economy reigned supreme in this isolated, self-sufficient Spanish outcropping.
Commercial relations with the rest of New Spain
amounted to but a trickle. In Padre Varo's report of 1749
he placed the total annual trade between the EI Paso region
6.

Bancroft, HistoT1J of New Mexico. 256.
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and up-river New Mexico at only two thousand six hundred
pesos. Pinons, skins, cotton and woolen mantas, livestock
and some food stuffs were sent south to EI Paso and the
mines of Chihuahua and there bartered for the crops, wine,
and aguardiente. 7
Although the extent of the trade between Spaniards of
northern New Mexico and those of southern New Mexico
and Nueva Viscaya was sluggish and insignificant, there was
a buzz of activity in the north with the nomad Gentiles.
These nomads, especially the Comanches, would come frequently from the Great Plains to the missions and Spanish
settlements to trade, bringing prisoners of war, many of
them boys and girls, buckskins and buffalo skins and meat.
These they traded for things that they were eager to gethorses, knives, tools and firearms-all of which they effectively turned against the Spaniards on the next raid.
According to the padres, the governors and the alcaldes
mayores not only encouraged this commerce but succeeded
in monopolizing it to the great detriment of the Kingdom.
Although bands of nomads came frequently to trade at the
various Spanish settlements and missions, the most important event was the annual Taos fair. Every summer the
nomads, particularly the Comanche nation, gathered at this
northern mission in the vicinity of which was a considerable
Spanish population.
These fairs must have been exciting, eagerly-awaited
events in the monotonous, sluggish, life of that remote province. The news of the advent of the Comanches was noised
up and down the river valley causing a flutter comparable to
that of the arrival of the annual fleet at Vera Cruz. The
governor and his minions gathered together all manner of
goods to barter; horses, axes, hoes, awls, wedges, picks,
bridles, machetes, knives of all kinds, powder and firearms.
Although the vecinos and other mission Indians also attended, the governor and his "machine" controlled most of
the goods to be bartered. The nomad encampment-hun7.

B. N., Leg. 8, Doe. 57, Folio 4.
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dreds of tepees blooming on the gray Taos plain at the foot of
the turquoise-blue Sangre de Cristo mountains, may very
well have reminded the Franciscan chronicler of the sails of
the fiota as it approached Vera Cruz.
The fair in full swing was a vivid, strange, barbaric
sight-the heat of the sun; the dust of countless hooves,
boots and moccasins; the reek of men, animals and skins;
the confusion of tongues; the tenseness of the atmosphere,
Spaniards and Indians suspiciously bent on driving a hard
bargain, yet with one eye on their weapons; and the thin blue
wisps of smoke rising from the countless cooking fires. The
nomads offered buffalo meat, skins and (most va"Iuable to
the Spaniards) slaves of both sexes and all ages. The Spaniards by their greed and quarrelsomeness often brought the
nomads to the verge of bloodshed. On one occasion hostilities were already starting when a padre intervened and managed to restore peace. The saddest and most revolting part
of this spectacle was the treatment of the female slaves.
Openly, in the sight of all, before delivering them to the
Spaniards the warriors proceeded to rape all those of any
size, delivering the poor wretches to their new masters with
an insolent grin saying, "Now you can take her-now she is
good."8
The padres naturally opposed this commerce with the
enemy nomads. The governor and his officials by encouraging this trade, were supplying the enemy with the means of
destruction. It is true that the nomads obtained some firearms from French traders in the east, and that the French
occasionally appeared in New Mexico. In 1739 a small party
of French traders visited Santa Fe, and in 1747 another
party of thirty-three Frenchmen sold firearms to the Comanches on the Rio de Jicarilla north of Santa Fe.!) However, the padres were quite right in saying that the gov8. Based on the account of Padre Andres Varo, 1751, included in the Serrano
Report, 1761, Hackett, Histoncal Documents, III, 486-487.
9. Twitchell, Leading Facts, I, 488 and 440. For further information on French
activities in New Mexico in this period see H. E. Bolton, Fr.....h ]ntTUBiona into New
Mezico, 17.9-115:; (New York, 1917).
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ernors were turning a suicidal knife on the missions and
Spanish settlements by their commercial policy with the
nomads. In 1748 a junta, dominated by the governor and his
officials was called to determine whether or not the Comanches should be permitted to continue to attend the Taos
fairs. A decision was reached favoring the continuance of
the practice in spite of the opposition of the custodian. lO This
trade with the enemy of the faith was clearly illegal, being
contrary to Apostalic Bulls and royal decrees.
The governor by his monopoly of the trade kept prices
abnormally high. Merchants and dealers from Mexico had
no incentive to come to New Mexico, where they would have
encouraged immigration, brought in capital and developed
the province. As it was, the commercial privileges were
divided between a small official clique and the nomad enemies, and the province remained poor and underdeveloped,u
As Padre Varo expressed it, "These textiles [mantas woven
by the mission Indians], antelope and buffalo skins are the
principal object and attraction of the governors. They are
the rich mines of this Kingdom."12
The padres denied the charge of the governor that they
engaged in trade. The only trade in the Kingdom being that
with the gentiles, it was ridiculous to accuse them of commerce, forbidden by Papal Bulls and condemned by their
own preaching, commerce which would boomerang on the
very missions for whose welfare they were devoting their
lives,13
The governors with their eagerness for Indian slaves
and buffalo skins followed no consistent, vigorous policy of
punishing the nomads for their raids. The clever Comanches
grew increasingly audacious enjoying immunity when desirous of trading, and being free to turn around and raid a place
where a few weeks before they had peacefully bartered.
10. Bancroft, Hi"tory of New Mexico, 249-250,
11. Vermejo-Lezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 28, Folio 10.
12. Varo Report, 1751, B. N., Leg. 9, Doc. 17, Folio 16v. "Estos texidos, gamuzas
y sibolos es eJ principal objeto y atractivo de los Gobernadores. Son las minas ricas
de este Reyno."
Vermejo-Lezaun Report,
B. N., Leg.
Doc.
Folio

13.

1750,

8,

82,

3.
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The Franciscans not only charged the governors with
willfully neglecting their military duties and abetting the
enemy, but labelled them as incapable, cruel and corrupt
commanders. The governors were drawn from the commercial and courtly class having had little military training.
Lacking experience in the art of Indian warfare they usually
ignored the advice of their captains, sergeants and alferezes,
men who had been taught how to fight the nomads by bitter
experience. The commissions (plazas) of capable men were
withdrawn if they opposed the governor and ranks were
filled with green and pliable boys. Campaigns were expensive, tedious and destructive, and the governors preferred
to spend the time amassing a fortune. If they did go on ca:r:npaigns they were only shorHived, half-hearted affairs, from
which they returned with wildly exaggerated tales of
success. If anything was accomplished against the barbarians it was by the private efforts of the poor but valiant
Spanish vecinos. 14
The soldiers, settlers and Indians who were drafted for
military campaigns could not be expected to fight with
enthusiasm for cruel governors. The soldiers were greatly
overworked and underpaid. These eighty men, paid for the
service of his majesty, were used as eighty personal servants
in the interest of the governor and led a wretched existence.
The lieutenant of the presidio assured Padre Vermejo that
the soldiers received only abuut one hundred pesos of the
legal four hundred peso salary. This fraction they received
in goods, not what they needed or wanied but what the governor chose to give them. 15
Another interesting variation of gubernatorial injustice
and peculation was in the allocation of cavalry mounts
among the soldiers. Vermejo and other padres witnessed
such a distribution by Governor Cachupin. He forced upon
the soldiers the sorriest nags, for which they had to pay
him twelve pesos de. plata. This amount was pure profit, for
14.
15.

Serrano Report. 1761. Hackett. Historical Document•• III. 490-49l.
Vermejo-Lezaun Report. 1750. B. N., Leg. 8. Doc. 82. Folio 9v.
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the Crown supplied the horses.. As a result of being mounted
on culls, a brave sergeant and two soldiers, "the best lads in
the Kingdom," were killed by the Apaches. 16
Padres Vermejo and Lezaun cited other examples of
Governor Cachupin's evil nature. Early in 1750 Cachupin
was advised by trustworthy reports of the advent of a large
band of Comanches from the south and east. He was told
that they always came by way of Galisteo and Pecos on their
way to Taos, and would either trade or attack as the situation permitted. The governor ignored the warning and proceeded directly to Taos with his soldiers to meet the Indians.
As a result Galisteo mission, left unguarded was attacked
and ten mission Indians were killed. In October, 1750 the
Apaches came twice to trade. The governor knew very well
that the mules that they brought to exchange were stolen
from Spaniards around El Paso, yet he permitted them to
complete their business unmolested,17
The iniquity of Cachupin's predecessor, Joaquin Codallos 1743-1749, in the matter of mission defense and Indian
commerce reached breath-taking proportions, according to
the Franciscan reports. In August, 1747 the Comanches
raided the town of Abiquiu, on the Chama river northwest of
Santa Fe, killing a girl, an old woman and carrying off
twenty-three women and children. Custodian Mirabal at San
Juan reported the disaster immediately to Governor Codallos,
who ignored the report. Under the pressure of another letter
from Mirabal and aroused public opinion, Codallos finally
sent soldiers in pursuit. The Indians had a lead of four days,
and the soldiers were unable to catch up with them. In the
meantime the irate vecinos of Abiquiu organized a posse of
their own. Following the Comanche trail they found three
dead women and the body of a newly born child. Seven years
later one of these women was returned by the Comanches. ls
16.

Vermejo-Lezaun Report. 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 82, Folio 10. A peso de

plata had twice the value of a peso de tierra, which was the local unit of value.
17.
18.

Vermejo-Lezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doc. 82, Folio 7v.
Lezaun Report, 1760, Hackett, Hist<>ricaJ. Documents, III. 477.
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An even more sensational charge against Governor
Codallos was made by the padres. Just before the end of his
term he appropriated all the powder in the presidio and sent
it to Chihuahua to be sold. His successor Cachupin and the
presidial inspector Ornedal were perfectly aware of this,
but did nothing to remedy the situation. The Kingdom of
New Mexico remained powderless for a year while predatory nomads robbed and killed on all sides!
Equally amazing and far more ironic was Codallos'
order to have the stone mortars (pedr'eros) that were at
Galisteo dismantled, knives and awls being fashioned out of
the metal parts to trade with the nomad enemies. The Comanches hitherto restrained on account of the awesome
cannons promptly attacked the unprotected pueblo, killing
a number of its inhabitants. 19
One last and dramatic episode of the numerous ones
available will suffice to illustrate the seriousness of the
Indian menace and the culpable failure of the governors to
protect the Kingdom. During the same administration of the
public spirited Governor Codallos the Indians of Pecos came
to Santa Fe and asked permission to go eastward on the
buffalo plains "into the land of the Comanches (a tierra de
los Comanches)" to hunt. Codallos knew full well the dangerous character of this enterprise, and was advised by
competent persons to refuse the permission. However,
yielding to his selfish interests, he granted the license with
strings attached. Before setting out on their hunt the Indians had to do some carpentry work on the governor's
house, and also guarantee to bring him a certain number of
buffalo tongues, evidently a great delicacy.
The preliminary stipulations having been settled, nearly
the entire pueblo of Pecos started out on this hunt. They
had gone only a short distance when disaster befell them.
They walked into a cleverly laid Comanche ambush, and over
one hundred and fifty of them were killed.
19.

Vermejo-Lezaun Report, 1750, B. N., Leg. 8, Doe. 82, Folio 10.
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Immediately on hearing the news of this disaster the
lieutenant of the presidio, Don Manuel, with fifty soldiers
hurried to punish the Comanches. They likewise fell into a
trap in which ten Spaniards were killed, the others fleeing in
disorder to the shelter of Pecos pueblo. The Comanches were
so formidable because they were supplied with up to date
weapons obtained as a result of the criminal greed of the
governor.
As a result of this major set back Governor Codallos
was forced to exert himself. A force of over seven hundred
men was raised to punish the insolent Comanches, a really
stupendous army considering the resources of the Kingdom.
Our old amigo Lieutenant General Bustamante took command of the field. The expedition was accompanied by Padre
Agustin de Yniesta, who served as royal chaplain, and it was
he who furnished our informant Padre Vermejo with the
facts. Several days out, about dawn, while the Spanish camp
was still wrapped in sleep, and Lieutenant General Bustamante "was in bed as if he were at his wife's side (estando en
cama como si estubie1-a a ellado de su muger) ," a group of
Comanches silently appeared and made off with one thousand
one hundred and thirty-one horses, leaving the Spanish army
very much a pie. A few soldiers and vecinos who were not
caught unawares pursued the enemy, spurred on by the command, under the penalty of death, of the irate and sleepy
Bustamante. The chase was futile and the dismounted army
ludicrously straggled back to Santa Fe where the soldiers
made the most of a bad situation by proudly announcing a
smashing victory and repairing to the church to give thanks
to God. Shortly afterwards, a group of trading Comanches
rode into Santa Fe with smirks on their faces. Mocking the
Spaniards, these foolhardy Indians announced that only
twenty squaws and ten warriors had accomplished that
amazing feat.Z° This story that Padre Vermejo told with
such sarcastic glee borders so nearly on the ludicrous that
it probably must be taken with large reservations, but it is
20.
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FRANCISCAN MISSIONS OF NEW MEXICO 183
certainly indicative of the spirit with which the Indian campaigns were conducted.
Out of this welter of claims and counter claims, of assertions of victories and of denials made by the governors and
their Franciscan opponents, one can at least get a modicum
of truth. We are safe in saying that the menace of the predatory gentiles was very serious at this time; that the military
forces of the Kingdom were overtaxed and inadequate; that
the enemy nomads were allowed to trade with the Spaniards;
that the Spaniards lost and won victories, and that some
governors were criminally negligent and incompetent in
their military duties. All this is true, but the fact remains
that the missions and Spanish settlements survived the
ordeal, and this survival could not have been entirely in spite
of the governors.
CONCLUSION

The Franciscan missions of New Mexico by 1750 had
long since passed through their Golden Era, and were sinking gently into a mellow decline, disturbed only by spasmodic
and ineffectual bursts of energy. The padres were looking
backward, not ahead, and were content to bask in the afterglow of deeds long passed. While they concentrated on a
ceaseless pot and kettle polemic with the secular power, the
heathen remained unconverted, the nomad ravaged the land,
and the missions vegetated.

TROUBLOUS TIMES IN NEW MEXICO
1659-1670

By FRANCE V. SCHOLES
(C ontinued)

CHAPTER X
THE TRIAL OF PENALOSA BY THE HOLY OFFICE
I

DRING HIS journey to Mexico City in 1664 Pefialosa

D spent several weeks at ParraI where he engaged in vari-

ous business operations, some of which involved the sale of
part of the property that he took out of New Mexico at the
time of his departure from the province. After his arrest by
the Holy Office a year later, he testified that these transactions amounted to several thousand pesos, but alleged that
large sums were still due on account. At the same time he
stated that he had sustained a loss of 1500 pesos when a herd
of livestock which was being driven to Parral was "dispersed
and drowned" at EI Paso.! Although Pefialosa's testimony
cannot be regarded as entirely trustworthy, it would appear
that the cash return from a large part of the property taken
out of New Mexico was much less than he had anticipated.
On his arrival in Mexico City Pefialosa still had in his
possession part of the silver bullion which an agent of Lopez
de Mendizabal had brought from Parral in 1660 and a quantity of textiles and other goods manufactured in New Mexico.
This property was secretly stored in a warehouse until he
could find a purchaser. Apparently h1S cash was already
running low, for he obtained credit for groceries and other
supplies worth several hunared pesos from a local merchant,
promising to repay him by delivery of the dry goods stored
1.

Proce80 contra Peiialasa; A. G. P.M., Tierras 3286.
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in the warehouse. But instead of keeping his bargain, Pefialosa later sold the goods to another party.2
The silver bullion, amounting to 234 marks, was eventually sold for 155 pesos. The Sonora shipment had originally amounted to 393 marks and it appears that the remainder, or at least most of it, had been turned over to Tome
Dominguez de Mendoza in 1663 to defray the cost of his trip
to Mexico City to seek revocation of the Parral embargo and
to pay attorney fees and other expenses. According to
Pefialosa, Dominguez sold the silver but failed to pay the
attorney and other persons to whom money was due. 3
The proceeds of the sales which Pefialosa negotiated in
Mexico City were soon dissipated in reckless living. The
inventory of his personal property made after his arrest by
the Holy Office in 1665 shows that he possessed household
furnishings of fine quality, and that he had a weakness for
expensive clothing, richly ornamented weapons, and costly
knicknacks. His library contained many works on history,
philosophy, law, horsemanship, etiquette and manners, as
well as novels and numerous devotional tracts. For a few
months he maintained a bold front, and associated with
prominent persons in the capital, some of whom were attached to the viceregal court. But by the summer of 1665 he
was in debt to his landlord and his tailor, as well as his grocer,
and some of his personal possessions were in pawn. Moreover, several obligations incurred prior to his journey to
New Mexico in 1661 were still unpaid. 4
II

Reports and testimony concerning the conduct of Pefialosa in New Mexico had been accumulating in the archive of
the Inquisition since the spring of 1663. From time to time
the fiscal, to whom the papers were referred, had taken a
serious view of the situation, but formal proceedings against
the accused were not instituted until the summer of 1665.
2.
8.
4.

A. G. P. M., Tierra. 3286.
Ibid.
A. G. P. M., Tierra. 8268, 8288, 8286.
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On June 5, 1665, a summary of the evidence, in the form of
more than one hundred "propositions, acts, and statements,"
was submitted to the calificadores who certified that many of
the charges constituted serious offenses against the Church.
An order of arrest was issued by the Inquisitors on June 16,
and the next day Pefialosa was taken into custody by the
alguacil mayor of the Holy Office. 5 Pefialosa's property was
immediately placed under embargo, and a detailed inventory
was made by the proper authorities. H
The trial started on June 25 when Pefialosa was summoned to give a review of his life history prior to his appointment as governor of New Mexico. The three admonitions were pronounced on June 26, 27, and 30. On petition by
the accused two more hearings were held on July 1 and 3,
during which he gave testimony concerning various aspects
of New Mexican affairs. No further action was taken until
October 7, when the fiscal presented the formal accusation.
This was a lengthy document containing 237 articles, and a
second hearing on October 8 was necessary to complete the
reading of all the charges. At the end of this trying experience, Pefialosa told the court that he was "overwhelmed by
the burden of charges which have been made in this accusation," and he petitioned for a postponement of his reply, "because his head was weary and he had not slept or rested since
the presentation of the said accusation the preceding day,
and this he requested meekly and weeping." The Inquisitors
granted the petition and told him to ask for an audience
when he felt rested. After resumption of the proceedings on
October 22, seventeen hearings, held at intervals over
a period of eight weeks, were devoted to the recording of
Pefialosa's defense. 7
The articles of accusation were intended to prove that
Pefialosa had been guilty of opposition to the just and free
exercise of the authority and jurisdiction of the Holy Office,
5.
6.
7.
contra

Proceso contra Peiialosa.
The inventory is in A. G. P. M .• Tierras 3286.
The story of the trial proceedings as given in Section II is based on Proceso
PenalQsa, except as otherwise indicated in the notes.
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that he had seriously interfered with the activities of Friar
Alonso de Posada, the local representative of the tribunal
in New Mexico, and that he had violated ecclesiastical immunity and the special privileges of the Inquisition and its
agents. Charges were also made that he had shown general
lack of respect for the Church, that he had indulged in heretical and blasphemous speech, and that he had been guilty of
gross immorality: But the main purpose of the prosecuting
attorney was to demonstrate Pefialosa's hostile attitude
toward the Holy Office and its legitimate functions and
activities.
Numerous articles of the indictment recorded evidence
that Pefialosa had made scornful, disrespectful, and threatening remarks about the Inquisitors. He characterized most
of these charges as utterly false, and insisted that he had
always recognized the honorable and privileged position of
the members of the Holy Office and their preeminent authority in all matters relating to the faith. Instead of scorning
the Inquisitors, he had hoped to receive favor from them in
the form of a revocation of the Parral embargo. He had said
many things in anger, and some of his words had been misinterpreted, but he had never spoken of the Inquisitors in the
disrespectful terms attributed to him.
The accusation summarized evidence that on several occasions Pefialosa had asserted superior authority, as governor of New Mexico, over the Holy Office. He denied these
charges, and declared that the testimony to support them
must have been inspired by the passion of his enemies who
had misinterpreted his words and actions. It was true that he
had defended civil authority against infringement by the
clergy, and that he had stated "that the civil government pertained only to the governor, and the ecclesiastical to the custodian and not to the other friars," but he had always recognized the special position and authority of the Holy Office. For
example, his instructions to Tome Dominguez de Mendoza,
whom he appointed to serve as lieutenant-governor at the
time of his departure from NewMexico in 1664, contained a
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section prohibiting the arrest of any layman by the ecclesiastical judge without invoking the aid of the secular arm,
"except in cases of the Holy Office, in which [arrests] could
be made on its own authority." He admitted, however, that
on several occasions, "conversing with the Father Commissary [Friar Alonso de Posada], he said that the governor in
that land was superior to the Commissary of the Holy Office,
because such was his understanding; but with regard to the
Tribunal, he has not made such a statement, and he knows
the superiority it has, and the respect and veneration it
deserves." It was also true that he had remarked that if
there was a tribunal of the Holy Office in New Mexico, it
would be his function to preside during such functions as
autos de teo Such statements had been inspired in part by
ignorance, and in part by his belief that by virtue of his
office as governor and as representative of the king, he enjoyed, in relation to the Holy Office and its representatives,
the same privileges and position that the viceroy held in
New Spain. The Inquisitors promptly pointed out that
apparently he had an exaggerated idea of his authority in
this respect, noting that although the viceroys were given a
place of honor in autos de te and other functions of the Holy
Office, "this was merely a courtesy granted to the person who
represented His Majesty," and that the viceroys had no
authority to intervene in Inquisition cases. Moreover, it was
sheer presumption for him to expect honors equal to those of
a viceroy, "when he was merely governor and captain general of fifty men, [comprised] of the dregs of the earth, mestizos, mulattoes, and foreigners." The plea of ignorance was
no excuse for his pretensions, for, if he had been uncertain
of his proper authority in Inquisition matters, he should not
have dared to advance such views. But since he had done
so, it was obvious that it was for no other motive except
"diabolical pride ... the crime of Lucifer and of all heretics."
Pefialosa also denied charges that he had adopted a
threatening attitude toward Juan Manso and that he had
made disparaging remarks about Manso's position as algua-
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cil mayor of the Holy Office. He cited cases to prove that his
relations with Manso had been friendly, and in view of what
is known concerning his actions relative to Manso's litigation
with Lopez de Mendizabal, we may accept most of his testimony on this point at face value. Peiialosa testified, however, that he had been in some doubt concerning Manso's
appointment as alguacil mayor, in view of the fact that he
understood that such appointments were made only in the
place where the tribunal resided and that orders had been
given to revoke the appointments of persons who had held
that office.
Several articles were based on evidence that the defendant had interfered with dispatches of mail sent by Lopez de
Mendizabal to the Holy Office. The specific cases cited were
(1) his seizure of papers from Francisco Gomez Robledo
and Juan Lucero de Godoy at Zacatecas in 1661, (2) his
arrest of Toribio de la Huerta, the messenger whom Lopez
wished to employ later in that year, and (3) his inspection
of letters that Lopez gave to Francisco Dominguez de Mendoza, who was sent in place of Huerta.
Peiialosa freely admitted that he had taken possession
of the dispatches entrusted to Gomez and Lucero, but he insisted that this had been done with their consent. When the
package was opened after his arrival in Santa Fe several
weeks later, he had forwarded all dispatches addressed to
the tribunal without unnecessary delay.
His testimony concerning the case of Toribio de la
Huerta is very interesting. According to depositions made
by Lopez and several other witnesses, Peiialosa, after granting permission for Huerta to go to Mexico City, arreRted him
on trumped-up charges and held him in jail for several
months in order to prevent unfavorable reports from reaching the viceregal capital. In his reply to these charges, Peiialosa gave other reasons for his detention of Huerta. He testified that he had not only granted written permission for
Huerta to depart, but had told him verbally that he welcomed the plan because of complaints that had been made
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about Huerta's misconduct with a certain married woman.
Instead of leaving immediately, Huerta spent several days
with the woman in question, boasting that he did so in order
to irritate the governor. Consequently, Pefialosa ordered his
arrest. Then, while the prisoner was still in custody,
criminal action was brought against him on the charge that
he "had flayed an Apache Indian servant who had died, and
that he had ordered the skin tanned, saying that it was
strong enough to be made into a doublet." The governor dIscussed the case with several friars, "inasmuch as there were
no lawyers there," and decided to send Huerta to the sala del
crimen of the audiencia when the next mission supply train
returned to New Spain. But when the time came for the
departure of the carts in 1662, Huerta pretended illness, and
at the request of third parties he was moved to the house of
the local jailer. From there he escaped aiId made his way to
New Spain.
The Inquisitors viewed this story with considerable suspicion. They asked Pefialosa why he had not imposed immediate punishment for Huerta's crime, since there was no
doubt of his guilt, and they also questioned his motives in
permitting the prisoner to leave jail, for if it was necessary
to send him to Mexico City, the plan should have been carried
out even if he had died on the way. Pefialosa countered
these observations by asserting that he did not know the
penalty prescribed for Huerta's crime, and that if he had
hanged him it would have caused greater difficulty, "for even
the imprisonment in the Casas de Cabildo of a citizen of that
land, on the charge of assault, is regarded as an excess on the
part of the governor." He had permitted Huerta's removal
to the jailer's house because he did not wish to run the risk
of being accused of responsibility for the prisoner's death if
he failed to recover from the illness, which several persons
certified to be genuine. These excuses caused the Inquisitors
to make some very caustic observations to the effect that
good governors are not afraid to take risks, even in the face
of threats, in order to secure justice, whereas those who are
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not inspired by motives of justice take office "merely to rob
and to be hucksters, and do not merit the name of governors."
In reply to the accusation that he had opened dispatches that Lopez entrusted to Francisco Dominguez de
Mendoza, Pefialosa testified that Dominguez had offered to
show him the papers in return for a suitable consideration,
and that being desirous of learning the nature of Lopez'
complaints he had accepted the deal. Three or four letters
addressed to persons in New Spain; of which one was for a
member of the Holy Office, had been opened and read. Later
on it had become clear that Dominguez had acted on instructions from Lopez, who used this stratagem to conceal the
true character of Dominguez' mission.
Article 76 of the indictment alleged that Pefialosa had
seized and read all the mail that came from New Spain
for Posada, and had withheld delivery of various dispatches
from Posada's prelates and other persons. In reply to this
accusation he declared that he had opened and retained only
one letter, sent by the Franciscan Commissary General in
Mexico City, and that he had done so in order to learn
whether the said Commissary General had complied with his
request to remove Posada from office. This testimony provoked sharp comment by the Inquisitors, who asked him
whether he had gone to New Mexico with an appointment as
governor, or as "collector" of letters. Pefialosa meekly
replied that in seizing the dispatch from the Commissary
General, he had been at fault, "being so blind ... that he did
not realize that it was wrong."
Thirteen articles contained charges relating to the controversy with Posada over the encomienda- revenues of Diego
Romero, Francisco Gomez Robledo, and Cristobal Anaya.
Pefialosa defended his action in appointing escnderos to take
the place of the arrested encomenderos, despite the opposition of Friar Alonso de Posada, but he was obliged to admit
that in the case of the encomiendrLS of Gomez and Romero
the titles of escnderia- had been made out in blank and that
the persons who actually served as escnde.1'os were two per-
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sonal retainers. He also testified that in these cases, as in
that of Anaya's encomienda, for which Francisco de Anaya
the Younger was named escudero, the tributes that were
collected had been held at the Casa Real in Santa Fe, and
that prior to his departure from New Mexico in 1664 he had
not turned over to the escuderos even the half-portion they
were supposed to receive. He defended his retention of the
tributes on the ground that he was waiting for a decision on
this vexed question by the authorities of New Spain. In a
separate deposition made on December 1, 1665, he testified
that before leaving the province in 1664, he had sold the
mantas, hides, etc. obtained in this way, and admitted that
he was liable for the net proceeds, after deducting debts
owed him by the families of Gomez, Romero, and Anaya. s
The fiscal also sought to prove that Penalosa's conduct
at the time of the arrest of Lopez de Mendizabal by Posada
in August, 1662, was inspired by deliberate intent to impede
the jurisdiction of the Holy Office. Thus the indictment alleged (1) that during a secret conference with Lopez' wife,
Dona Teresa de Aguilera, he had warned her of the impending arrest and offered to take charge of Lopez' property in
order to forestall an embargo in the name of the Holy Office,
and (2) that he had refused to permit execution of the order
of arrest until Posada had complied with certain demands.
The defendant protested that at the time of the conference with Dona Teresa he did not know that an order for the
arrest of Lopez had ben received and that consequently there
could be no truth in the charge that he had warned her and
had offered to receive property for safe-keeping. The real
purpose of the conference was to urge an immediate settlement of pending litigation between Lopez and Juan Manso.
Although there is other evidence to confirm Penalosa's statement that the Manso litigation was discussed, the remainder
of his testimony does not ring true. Dispatches from the
Holy Office had passed through his hands prior to the conference, and although it may be true, as he alleged, that he
8.
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promptly forwarded them unopened to Posada, he must have
suspected that they contained the decree of arrest. For some
time it had been anticipated that the Holy Office would take
action against Lopez, especially after the arrest of Aguilar,
his chief aid in carrying out policies contrary to the interests
of the Church. Moreover, in view of Pefialosa's attitude
toward Lopez up to that time, it was unlikely that he would
fail to seize the opportunity to lay his greedy hands on more
property if Lopez would connh e with him to thwart the Holy
Office. Thus there is little re~son to doubt the positive testimonyof DofiaTeresa, as summarized by the accusation, that
Pefialosa actually gave her warning and that he proposed the
handing over of property. Comment by the Inquisitors during the proceedings shows that they were convinced of his
guilt on this point.
Pefialosa admitted that he had forced Posada to comply
with certain formalities prior to execution of the order of
arrest, but sought to excuse his action by calling attention to
extenuating circumstances. The sentence of the audiencia in
Lopez' residencia had been delivered by the same messenger
who brought the dispatches from the Holy Office,and it
was the governor's duty to execute its provisions. According
to the terms of the sentence, Lopez was forbidden to leave
the province until he had satisfied the claims approved by the
audiencia and certain other conditions. Because of this
order, Pefialosa was not sure what action he should take regarding the impending arrest of the ex-governor by order of
the Holy Office. After consultation with Father Freitas, he
decided to ask Posada to file a written statement, or requerimiento for custody of the prisoner. On the night of the
arrest he had some argument with the prelate concerning the
need for such procedure, but the latter finally acceded to his
demand. Pefialosa affirmed that his action was not inspired
by any desire to question the superior of the Holy Office,
but "to satisfy the royal audiencia." It is clear that Pefialosa faced a difficult problem, and that he had to make a
decision without the aid of expert legal advice. Under ordi-
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nary circumstances his insistence upon a written statement
by Posada would probably have evoked little criticism, but
in the light of Pefialosa's conduct both before and after the
arrest, his demand was naturally regarded as additional
evidence of intent to impede the free exercise of authority by
an agent of the Holy Office.
As further proof of Pefialosa's efforts to oppose the
authority and jurisdiction of the Inquisition, the indictment
cited (1) his hasty seizure of a large quantity of Lopez'
goods a few hours before the arrest, and (2) his refusal to
suspend proceedings for execution of the residencia sentence
and other litigation that was in progress at the time of the
arrest.
Pefialosa defended the seizure of Lopez' goods on the
day of the arrest on the ground that it was an embargo to
guarantee the payment of residencia claims and fines. But
from the standpoint of the Inquisition, the crucial point was
not the technical legality of such an embargo, but its intent.
It was obvious that the real purpose of such hasty action,
after Pefialosa had positive knowledge of Posada's plans,
was to seize property which otherwise would have fallen into
the hands of the Holy Office.
With regard to the question of litigation in progress
at the time of the arrest, it was the contention of the fiscal
that the arrest automatically removed Lopez from civil jurisdiction, and that the proceedings should have been suspended
immediately. In his reply, Pefialosa asserted that it had been
his belief that inasmuch as the litigation had been initiated
prior to the arrest, suspension of the proceedings was not
required. Resort to technical arguments of this kind was
dangerous, however, because the question raised a point of
law and procedure concerning which he had little technical
knowledge. Moreover, the Inquisitors were likely to challenge his competence to pronounce an opinion on an issue
involving the scope of authority and jurisdiction pertaining
to the Holy Office. It was obvious, of course, that he was
merely trying to conceal the fact that his real motive for
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continuing the litigation was self interest. It had been his
purpose to come into possession of the bulk of Lopez' property, and the proceedings forexecuti.on of the residencia sentence and the litigation instituted by Juan Manso for settlement of claims provided an opportunity to achieve that
end. When called upon to answer charges that the auction of
Lopez' property held in September, 1662, at the end of all
the litigation, had been characterized by fraud, and that
some of the claims certified by the residencia sentence were
never paid, Peiialosa tried to make certain explanations and
excuses, but in the end he confessed that the auctions were
"mal hechos," that third parties had acted as his agents in
purchasing a large part of the property, and that adjustment
of some of the residencia claims and costs were also characterized by collusion and fraud.
Numerous articles of the accusation cited evidence to
show that Peiialosa had persistently refused to comply with
Posada's edicts calling upon all persons who possessed any
of Lopez' property to produce it under penalty of excommunication. The defendant tried to justify his conduct by
resorting to arguments of dubious validity. He protested
that Lopez was no longer the legal owner of the property at
the time of his arrest by the Holy Office, inasmuch as it had
been sold or embargoed to pay debts and the salary of guards,
or to satisfy claims. He also testified that he had consulted
two friars, Freitas and Guevara, who had advised him that
under the circumstances he would not be subject to the penalty of excommunication imposed by Posada's edicts. Moreover, there was no basis for the claim that property under
embargo, but not sold, at the time the edicts were published
was actually in his possession. It was in process of litigation! Such arguments naturally carried little weight with
the Inquisitors. There was too mnch evidence to prove that
both before and after the edicts Peiialosa had employed
fraud, conspiracy, and force to obtain possession of the
goods of his predecessor. Technical arguments about title
or the status of the property in litigation were merely ex-
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cuses intended to cloud the issue. Before the trial ended
Peiialosa realized that it was futile to deny the facts,and he
confessed that he had resorted to measures of dubious legality and, in some cases, outright confiscation in order to
acquire a large part of Lopez' goods.
The accusation also described in considerable detail
Peiialosa's conduct after he received the news that the goods
and livestock sent to Parral for sale in 1662 had been embargoed by Juan Manso on orders from Father Posada. Peiialosa admitted that he had been roused to great anger and
that he had sent Posada a bristling letter of complaint. To
quote from the record: "It is true that he wrote such a letter,
and that, as this defendant has already declared, he always
believed that his position was superior to that of the Father
Commissary, and that, in view of the resentment caused by
news of the embargo, it is surprising that he did not write
in more extravagant terms." He also said evil things about
the prelate and urged several friars to write letters denouncing his conduct to the Franciscan Commissary General.
So great was his anger that he even used menacing language
against Posada and his notary, Friar Salvador de Guerra. It
was not true, however, that he had threatened to gibbet them
or do them other bodily injury.
The arrest and imprisonment of Posada by the governor
in the autumn of 1663 constituted a clear case of violation
of ecclesiastical immunity and the special status of an agent
of the Holy Office, and the fiscal naturally made the most of
it. It was futile, of course, for Peiialosa to deny the essential facts. He told the court that blind passion had caused
him to decide to expel the prelate from the province and
"that he could not find words to discuss the case which had
caused him such grief and sname." But his grief and shame
did not prevent him from offering certain excuses for his
action, and wherever possible he challenged the accuracy of
the evidence, alleging that it was either false or highly circumstantial in certain details. He alleged that the arrest of
the prelate had been inspired in part by certain things that
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he had read in Solorzano's Politica Indiana and by the advice and counsel of Freitas and other friars. He protested
that he had made no veiled threat to hang Posada, as one
article of the indictment alleged, insisting that such a charge
was based on gross exaggeration and misinterpretation of
certain things he had said to Posada as they travelled from
Pecos to Santa Fe on the night of September 30-0ctober 1,
1663. And the reports that he had made boasting remarks
about hanging the Supreme Pontiff were completely and
utterly false. In similar manner he denied other charges, or
challenged the interpretations that witnesses had given to
his actions. But no amount of explanation and argument
could absolve him of responsibility on the major charge that
he had been guilty of deliberate and brazen violation of
ecclesiastical immunity and privilege.
The remainder of the indictment summarized evidence
concerning his immoral conduct, his general lack of respect
for the clergy and the ceremonial of the Church, as illustrated by various incidents, and his habit of indulging in
scandalous and blasphemous speech. He admitted that many
of these charges were true, although he alleged that exaggerations or distortions of facts characterized part of the
evidence.
Having received all of the testimony in reply to the articles of accusation, the tribunal, on December 22, 1665, appointed an attorney to advise the defendant during the
remainder of the proceedings. The trial record to date was
read to the attorney during three hearings in January, 1666,
and at two more in the following May. During the spring
and summer of 1666 Pefialosa was in ill health, and on at
least one occasion a local physician was summoned to attend
him. This may have been one cause of the long delays in the
trial during that year. The "publication of the witnesses"
was not made until November 23, and the defendant's replies
were received during five hearings held between that date
and December 15. During this phase of the proceedings
Pefialosa gave very little new testimony, for on almost every
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point he merely referred to his depositions in answer to the
articles of indictment.
The case was now ready for decision, but more than a
year elapsed before sentence was pronounced. During this
long period of waiting Pefialosa grew increasingly impatient and restless. On May 10, 1667, he protested to the tribunal that he had already been in jail for twenty-three
months and that he was in poor health, that his cell was
damp, and that he was suffering from rheumatism and
nervous tension. Again on August 1 he petitioned for a
hearing in order to ask to have his cell cleaned twice a week.
A month and a half later he presented a petition asking for
fresh clothing, a small crucifix, and portraits of his wife,
mother, and brother. The most interesting request made at
this time was for two books, one of which was entitled La
Prisi6n y Muerte del Rey de Inglaterra por el Parlamento.
Perhaps he hoped to find solace and comfort in reading the
tragic history of a more famous man, the English monarch
Charles I. Or was it his purpose to brush up on English politics in preparation for a fantastic scheme already taking
form in his mind? In October he was so ill with fever that
the Inquisitor sent a physician to see hm. But still the delays
dragged on, and it was not until two months later that action
leading to conclusion of the trial was taken.
On December 14, 1667, the Inquisitors and their consultores met to discuss the case, but no decision was reached.
The formal vote was not taken until January 31, 1668. The
trial proceedings had proved beyond doubt the guilt of the
defendant on many of the important charges. There was
some difference of opinion, however, concerning the penalties to be imposed, and it is interesting to note that the
most severe penalties were proposed by one of the lay
consultores. The majority opinion, in which one of the Inquisitors, an oidor of the audiencia, and the person appointed
to serve as representative of the ecclesiastical judge ordinary of the archdiocese of Mexico concurred, was incorporated in the formal sentence pronounced on February 3, 1668.
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The preamble of the sentence defined the major offenses
that the defendant had committed and cited specific cases to
illustrate the same. The most important counts on which a
verdict of guilt was found may be summarized as follows:
(1) that by word and deed he had shown a "seditious, scandalous, and schismatic" attitude toward the authority of the
Holy Office, and had impeded and usurped its jurisdiction;
(2) that he had "robbed" property embargoed by the tribunal, having no fear of the censures in the edicts pronounced by Posada; (3) that he had pronounced scandalous
errors, injurious to "the keys of the Church and the authority of the Supreme Pontiff," and had proclaimed "evilsounding doctrines, erroneous dogmas, and blasphemous
locutions;" and (4) that by arresting the agent of the Holy
Office and proceeding against him and other clergy, he had
"abased" ecclesiastical authority.
As punishment for these and other offenses, the following penalties were imposed: (1) sever reprehension in
the audience chambers of the Holy Office; (2) participation
in a public auto de te, following which a formal abjuration
of error should be made; (3) a fine of five hundred pesos;
(4) perpetual ineligibility for political or military office;
(5) perpetual banishment from New Spain and the West
Indies to begin within one month after pronouncement of
sentence; and (6) certain devotional exercises for a period
of one year.
The auto de te in which Peiialosa participated was held
in the convent of Santo Domingo on the same day that sentence was pronounced. His abjuration was made immediately after the auto de te. On the following day, February 4,
the formal reprehension was pronounced by the Inquisitors
in the presence of various officials and other prominent persons of the viceregal capital. The exact date of Peiialosa's
release from the jail of the Holy Office is not recorded, but it
was undoubtedly. soon after these formalities had been completed. The costs of food and maintenance during the trial,
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amounting to 758 pesos, 6 tomines, 6 granos, were made a
charge against his property under embargo.
Although the decision of the Holy Office provided that
banishment from New Spain and the West Indies should
begin within thirty days after pronouncement of sentence,
Pefialosa actually remained in the country until almost the
end of the year. During this period he lived in great poverty
because his property was still tied up by claims that had been
filed for settlement of debts, and all of his efforts to have the
litigation concluded were unavailing. At one time he was in
such need that he had to depend upon the charity of a Dominican friar who gave him a small daily ration. On another
occasion the viceroy took pity on him and gave him fifty
pesos. 9
On September 20 the fiscal of the Holy Office called attention to the fact that the term for his departure, as fixed
by the sentence, had long since expired. He pointed out that
the litigation on the claims against Pefialosa's property was
likely to drag on for some time-a prophetic observation
indeed I-and petitioned the tribunal, therefore, to order
Pefialosa to name an agent with full power of attorney to
represent his interests and leave the city at once. A decree of
the Inquisitors, of which Pefialosa was notified on September
22, ordered his departure within two weeks, and contained
instructions for the appointment of a legal agent as the
fiscal requested. lO Pefialosa had no choice but to comply, and
he immediately began to make the necessary preparations.
Lacking funds and supplies for the journey, he appealed
to the Holy Office for saddles and equipment, "because under
the cloak of heaven I do not have [the money] with which to
buy such things." He also asked for food and a small amount
of cash, "for I am so destitute of all natural protection and
am forced to live on charity, that I must call upon the mercy
and generosity of the Holy Office." The Inquisitors authorized the grant of a few essential items of equipment and one
9. [Md.
10. PrO(~e80

~(mtnt

Pe;'ial.osa.
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hundred pesos for expenses, to be charged against the property of Peiialosa being held in deposit for settlement of
claims."
An eight day extension of the time limit was authorized
on October 3 but in due course the luckless ex-governor shook
the dust of Mexico City off his feet and started for Vera
Cruz. On the way he had to rest at Guaxocingo for a few
days because he was too ill to mount his horse. He arrived in
Vera Cruz in the middle of November but was obliged to wait
almost a month for a boat. Finally, on December 11, 1668,
he sailed for Havana on a ship in the Armada de Barlovento. 12

III
The litigation over Peiialosa's property dragged on for
many years. The details are dull and uninteresting, but a
brief review of the proceedings will serve to illustrate the
complete ruin of the schemes for self-aggrandizement that
had inspired Peiialosa's activities in New Mexico, and for
which he had already received drastic punishment by the
sentence of the Holy Office.
At the time of his arrest in 1()65 he made a detailed
statement of his property. Most of his holdings were in
Peru where he owned houses and haciendas, but the Holy
Office was interested only in such of his possessions as could
be seized and liquidated locally. Aside from his household
furnishings, clothing, and other personal effects, which the
Holy Office immediately placed under embargo, his local
assets were mostly in the form of claims for money due from
various sources. 13
Liquidation of Peiialosa's assets proceeded very slowly.
The personal property embargoed at the time of his arrest
was finally sold at auction in 1669. The proceeds amounted
to a little more than one thousand pesos. After prolonged
litigation lasting more than a decade, the Holy Office was
11.
12.
13.

A. G. P. M., Tierras 3286.
Proceso contra Pe7ialosa; A. G. P. M., Tierra. 8286.
A. G. P. M., Tierra. 8286.
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able to collect part of the claims for money due from individuals and other sources. By 1678 the liquid assets on hand
amounted to 3580 pesos, after deducting the fine imposed by
the sentence Of the Holy Office, the cost of food and maintenance for Penalosa during the trial, and other fees. 14
Immediately after Penalosa's arrest, his creditors filed
claims for unpaid debts totalling several thousand pesos, but
settlement of such claims could not be made until after the
litigation for recovery of assets had been completed. On
April 19, 1678, the Holy Office finally handed down a decision
in which it certified certain claims and denied others. The
claims that were approved amounted to more than 5500
pesos, exclusive of debts covered in whole or in part by property that Penalosa had given as securityP
Inasmuch as the total amount of the claims that were
allowed exceeded the available cash assets, only the first four
in order of priority were paid in full. A partial payment of
850 pesos was made on account for a claim of 2008 pesos that
had been filed by Friar Juan Ramirez, ex-custodian of New
Mexico. None of the other creditors received anything. HI
In 1680 Ramirez filed an action for payment of the remainder of his claim from the proceeds of the property embargoed at Parral by Juan Manso in 1662. This move was
immediately contested by Dona Teresa de Aguilera. Although more than 6500 pesos, after payment of costs, had
been realized from the sale of this property and had been
deposited with the r'cccptor' of the Holy Office, no decision
had ever been made concerning the respective shares to be
assigned to Penalosa and the heirs of Lopez de MendizabaI.
Even after petitions and counter petitions were filed by
Ramirez and Dona Teresa, the Holy Office took no definite
action. In 1689, long after the death of both claimants, litigation was still in progress. The final decision is not recorded in the documentary sources now availableP
14.
15.
16.

Ibid.
A. G. P. M., Tierra., 3268, 3283. 3286.
A. G. P. M., Tierra. 3286.
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IV
When Peiialosa departed from New Spain he was a
ruined man. He had been subjected to the disgrace and
humiliation of being forced to participate as a convicted penitent in a public auto de te, and he had ben declared ineligible for political and military office for the remainder of his
life. A part of the property that he had so greedily accumulated in New Mexico had been dissipated, and the remainder
of his assets were tied up by litigation. For several months
he had been obliged to accept the charity of friends, and
when the time came to leave Mexico he had found it necessary to appeal to the Holy Office for travelling expenses.
Although it was largely his own fault that he found himself
in such an unhappy position it was not in keeping with his
character and temperament to admit his mistakes and mend
his ways. Bitter resentment undoubtedly filled his heart as
the ship on which he had taken passage sailed out of the har. bor of Vera Cruz on December 11, 1668.
Where would he go now? He was a fugitive from justice in his native Peru, and he had been banished forever
from Mexico and the West Indies. If he went to Spain he
would be a marked man, an ex-penitent of the Inquisition
whom people would shun and despise. To a man less resourceful and less unscrupulous than Peiialosa the future
would have appeared black and hopeless. But adventurer
that he was, he determined upon a course of action bolder
than anything he had attempted before. He would offer his
services to the rivals of Spain in America! It is impossible
to determine when he first conceived this scheme. Perhaps it
was during the long months of dreary confinement in the jail
of the Inquisition, or perhaps it was during his voyage from
Havana to the Canaries in 1669. In any case, he arrived in
England toward the end of 1669 or early in 1670,18 having
taken a ship from the Canaries.
17. A. G. P. M.• Tierra. 3268, 3286.
18. In a letter dated June 21, 1670, Manuel de Fonseca stated that Peoalosa had
been in England about ~i:<: months. Archivo de Simancas, Estado, leg. 2544.
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The history of Pefialosa's intrigues in England, where
he remained until the summer of 1673, and his later activities at the court of Louis XIV in France fall outside the scope
of the present story. In each country he made proposals
for an attack on the Spanish colonies in North America. It
was in France that he presented the famous Relaci6n del
descubrimiento del pais y ciudad de Quivira which purported
to be an account written by Friar Nicolas de Freitas of an
expedition by Pefialosa to Quivira in 1662. The investigations
of Fernandez Duro 19 and Hackett 20 have demonstrated, however that Pefialosa never made such an expedition and that
the Relaci6n was a forgery. Although neither England nor
France took Pefialosa into service in the New World, his
schemes were not without effect. His machinations at the
French court were connected with the La Salle expedition
to the Gulf Coast in 1685. He was still living in France at
the time of his death in 1687.
Thus ended the ingenious career of Diego de Pefialosa,
the "creole of Peru," who governed the province of New
Mexico from 1661 to 1664. The story of his life will always
provoke the interest of students of Hispanic American
colonial history. Few of his contemporaries had such a
varied career or could cite such widely separated places as
La Paz, Lima, Mexico City, Havana, Santa Fe, London,
and Paris as the scene of successive stages in their life
history. But he was a mere adventurer, unscrupulous and
self-seeking, and like so many adventurers his chief weakness was a desire for revenge. It was this trait that inspired
the final breach of relations with Friar Alonso de Posada,
which was the chief cause of his arrest and trial by the Holy
Office, and it was revenge that caused him to spend the last
years of his life in traitorous intrigue against his king. As
19. Cesareo Fernandez Duro. Don Diego de Peiialosa II au descubrimiemo del
reino de Quiviro (Madrid, 1882).
20. C. W. Hackett, "New Light on Diego de Peiialosa: Proof that he never made
an Expedition from Santa Fe to Quivira and the Mississippi River in 1662," in
Miss. Valley Hist. Rev., VI (1920).
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governor of New Mexico he put selfish interest ahead of
service to the community, and widened the breach between
Church and State that was threatening the security of the
province.
(To be concluded)

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN NEW MEXICO UNDER THE
ADMINISTRATION OF WILLIAM CARR LANE
From The Journal of John Ward

Edited by ANNIE HELOISE ABEL, PH.D.
INTRODUCTION
HE LITTLE journal 1 here offered is no pretentious thing.
It is merely an office record-and a meager one at that
-of the daily happenings in the Indian Office at Santa Fe
after William Carr Lane of Missouri 2 took charge; he having succeeded James S. Calhoun of Georgia a as governor of
the territory of New Mexico and, ex officio, superintendent
of Indian affairs. Lane did not keep the journal, or memorandum book, personally.4 That task fell to the lot of a certain John Ward," who lived on in New Mexico long after
Lane had gone back to St. Louis and who is best remembered
for a fairly full statistical account that he gave of the Pueblo

T

1. Transcribed from the one book in the Indian Office at Washington, labelled,
uRecords," in which was found, likewise. The Jou-rnal of John Greiner, edited by me
some years ago and published in Old S"nta Fe, vol. iii (July 1916), pp. 189-243.
2. For biographical data of William Carr Lane, see Ralph E. Twitchell, Historical
Sketch of Governor William Carr Lane. in Historical Society of New Mexico, Papers,
no. 20, and Ralph P. Bieber, "Letters of William Carr Lane, 1852-1854," in THE NEW
MElXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, vol. iii, pp. 179 et seq.
3. Calhoun had long been ailing and, after his daughter Martha died (Calhoun to
Lea, January 30, 1852, Calh.oun Correspondence, p. 471), seems to have broken down
completely. (Letter of John Greiner, January 24, 1852, Journal of An"'rican Hi.,torll,
vol. iii, p. 547.) The work of the Indian superintendency he passed on to Greiner and.
upon the advice of his physicians. Massey of Santa Fe and Byrnes of the Army
(Greiner to Lea, April 30, 1852, Calhoun Correspondence, p. 531), prepared to go back
to the States, hoping to be able to return in the autumn. That hope must soon have
died within him, however; for at some place along the way (possibly at Fort Union,
since he left Santa Fe May 6 and lingered to recuperate at Fort Union, Colonel Sumner having kindly put his own house there at his disposal) he had his eoffin prepared
and for it a use was found before he reached Independence.
4. The Lane diary, edited by Twitchell (0]'. cit.), bears so close a relation to the
earlier part of this that it was, presumably, copied from it.
5. One is disposed to wonder a little whether Ward was any' relation to Christopher L. Ward of Pennsylvania, who was entrusted, in 1853. with the secret mission· of
imposing the claim of the Garay grant upon Mexico and who so greatly embarrassed
the Gadsden negotiations. For an account of his activities, see Paul N. Garber, The
Gadsden Treaty, pp. 90 et seq.
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Indians years afterwards, an account that was embodied in
the RepO?·t of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 6 for 1864
and that was used as a basis for Powell's Census Report of
1890. 7
Lane was appointed to the vacant governorship, July
17, 1852, and was inaugurated at Santa Fe, September 13.
His Indian duties must have begun forthwith; but the Journal of Daily Transactions has no entry before the first of the
following month. Colonel E. V. Sumner, who, of his own
volition, had been acting as governor,8 substituting, to some
degree, military for civil authority, and who, for the purpose,
had transferred his headquarters to Santa Fe, had gone
back to Albuquerque,9 while John Greiner, appointed secretary of the territory, in August, was at hand ready to extend
to Lane the same efficient service in connection with Indian
affairs that he had given to Calhoun, for whom he seems to
have had, not only sympathy in illness and in very dire
perplexity, but a genuine affection. 10
And Indian affairs were of no small concern in the
New Mexico of the time. The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,l1 by various of its articles, had greatly complicated a
situation never simple at best and Governor Lane had
arrived upon the scene when the dispute about the boundary
had reached its most critical stage. In the preceding summer, the legislative branch of the United States government
had declared most emphatically against the Bartlett-Conde
6.

Pp. 187-199.
Vol. x, p. 418.
8. As acting g-overnor. he had algo arrogated to himself the chief control over
Indian affairs. ignoring the authority that Calhoun had delegated to Greiner. The first
exhibition of this came at the time preparations were being made for negotiating with
the Southern Apaches (Calltoun Correspondence, Pp. 542-544). The entire credit for
this treaty seems tu go to Sumner (Garber, op. cit.• p. 31) ; but does" not, historically,
belong to him. For the misplaced credit. see alsr National lntelliycncer, August 5, 1852.
9. Na/.ional Int"zlirwncer, October 2. 1852.
10. See the many allusions to Governor Calhoun in the Greiner letters ("Private
Letter. of a Government Official in the Southwest," transcribed by Tod B. Galloway,
Journal of American History, vol. iii, pp. 541-554).
11. Malloy, W. M., Treaties and ConveTlUons, \'01. i, pp. 1107-1119; United St.ates
Statutes at Large, vol. ix, PP. 922-943; Treaties and Conventions concluded between
I.he Unit.etl States and Other Powers since July, 1776, Senate Executive Documents, no.
47, 4~th congress, 2nd session.

7.

208

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

compromise, notwithstanding that the executive, the Fillmore-Whig administration, had all along given it its endorsement and notwithstanding, too, that it was well known what
a strong aversion the Mexican government had to a proposed
surrender of the Mesilla valley, coveted by certain American capitalists and promoters because it was supposed to
possess the only feasible route for railway communication
with the Pacific. 12 Governor Calhoun's stand with reference
to the matter was that of the Whigs generally, and, at the
risk of incurring great unpopularity, he had declined to proceed as though the valley 13 were American soil, despite the
fact that American citizens had intruded themselves upon it.
Quite otherwise was it with Governor Lane, and he lost no
time in making himself personally acquainted with the
region and in assuring its inhabitants of his support. Traveling was very "agreeable" to him. 14 It brought him relief;
but, nevertheless, it was not without significance that the
first excursion he made was towards the south and as far as
Socorro.
The Journal, an Indian memorandum book only, naturally does not reveal anything like what Lane's private correspondence does of his political feelings and bias, yet much
can be read between the lines. in the late winter of 1853, he
went on an extended journey to the River Gila and he did not
return to Santa Fe until April 27, a full two months later. 15
12. As the best secondary authority yet produced on this entire matter, consult
Garber, Paul Neff, The Gadsden Treaty, University of Pennsylvania .Press. 1923.
13. For the history of the Mesilla Valley, showing how there was not a Bingle
inhabitant there in 1850 and how Mexicans from Dona Ana had Bubsequent.ly gone
there, thinking to continue thereby as citizens of Mexico and out of reach of American
encroachment, Bee Bartlett, John Russell, Personal Narrative of Explorations and IncidentB, vol. i, PP. 213-215, and vol. ii, Pp. 391-392, '>Wte. Dona Ana had been selected
as a Bite for one of the United StateB military posts and, anticipating the erection of
Fort Fillmore, the country around about had been "pounced upon" by speculators and
ucovered by the Texan land warrants" (Ibid., vol. i. p. 213). What this latter circumstance might signify can be surmised from the threat earlier made by Texas that if her
claim to Santa Fe should be disallowed by the United States government, she would
"put on her crown again" (Nati<mal }rttelligencer, January 3, 1850).
14. Letter of June 8, 1853, NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, vol. iii, PP. 196-197.
15. A letter to his wife, April 5, 1853 (Ibid., pp. 193-194). indicateB that he
covered a considerable range of territory on this trip, going first to "the southern
part of the Territory," the disputed Bection, then up to Fort Webster, above the
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From other sources it has to be ascertained where he lingered and what he did. On March 13, he issued a proclamation 16 against the validity of the Bartlett-Conde boundary
line agreement and pronounced the territory in dispute
unquestionably a part of New Mexico. 17 A failure to protect
La Mesilla against the attacks of marauding Indians charged
up to the Mexican state of Chihuahua 18 was only an excuse
for the peculiar method of his approach; inasmuch as he had
long since made up his mind that it might be well "to occupy
16. Garber, The Gadsden Treaty, p. 71 and note 42. The newspaper comment
upon Lane's action was, in certain instances at least, far from favorable. The New
Orlean. Picayune of April 21, printed the text of the proclamation with remarks of
which the following is an extract:
"Governor Lane is not the man to back out of any position he takes; but whether
he has not been too hasty in taking his present very responsible position. as he himself says. 'without orders from the Cabinet at Washington,' is a question, to our
mind, very easy of solution. It certainly is not for the Governor of a Territory of the
United States to anticipate the decision of the Federal Government of a Question of so
delicate a nature as the drawing of a boundary line between that Territory and a
foreign' State. . This is pushing the doctrine of "progress: 4 manifest destiny: and
4 natural expansion: to a
palpably absurd and unjust extreme. "Territorial rights' will
place 'State rights' in complete obscurity 0"
The National InteUigencer of April 23 likewise printed the text of the proclamation
and said: "The reader will peruse with no little surprise the subjoined report from
New,:M.exico, giving an account of what appears to be a most gratuitous adventure on
the part of the Governor of that Territory. and one Which. it seems, was not' more in
favor with the experienced Commander of the Ninth Military Department than with
the Mexican authorities whose jurisdiction the Governor t:o summarily assailed."
17. Ex-Commissioner Bartlett. at about this same time. rose to his own defence
and in defence of the line he and Pedro Garcia Conde, the Mexican commissioner, had
agreed upon and to which the American surveyor. A. B. Gray, a Texan who "had
served on the Texas-Louisiana boundary commission of 1840-1841" (Garber. p. 22)
and was interested at this tinle in the transcontinental railway project, had taken
exception. An editorial in the Union of March 16th had attacked Bartlett's position
and he replied through the pages of the National Intelligencer, March 26, 1853, with
much of irrefutable a~gument and the query. Why take the Disturnell map when it
fo-vQTS the United Staten and reject -it when it favors Mexico? It is interesting to note
that that map was not accepted as evidence in the Gardiner trial (,lVational lntelligencer, April 9, 1853).
18. Governor Trias replied to Lane's claims and charges. saying among other
things that "as Iar as protection from the Indians is concerned, the Mexican Govern~
ment has done at least as much as the United States" and concluding by asking if
Governor Lane had the power to declare war (National InteUigencer, May 5, 1853).
The reply of Trias "was. regarded as a most unusual and powerful vindication of the
rights of Mexico" (iIJid., April 30, 1853).
Bartlett-Conde line, where he was when he wrote and from where he expected to
depart for the Rio Gila in a few days. In, the disputed territory proper. he seems
to have spent only a few hours (Letter of June 8, 1853, ibid., p. 196).
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& protect this country, provisionally, until the line shall be

definitely established."19 Colonel Sumner, however, when
appealed to, refused to support him and so prompt was Mexico in resenting his intrusion 20 and Governor Trias in collecting recruits 21 for his expulsion that he was "prevented from
even crossing the river" ..."left, having done no more than
issue his proclamation."22 What followed was to have been
expected; for, although the Fillmore administration, the foreign policy of which had been described by its enemies as
"pusillanimous,"23 had given place to the aggressive Pierce,24
the United States had no desire to precipitate another war of
conquest and, without yielding anything of the claim that
Lane had advanced, was preparing to negotiate with Mexico
anew. Judge Alfred Conkling of New York, the United
States minister to Mexico, undertook, on his own responsibility, to disavow the action of Lane and to criticize him; but
was himself recalled. 25 In his place, and for the specific
object of securing a tract of country suitable for a railroad,
was appointed, May 24, 1853, James Gadsden, the president
19. Letter of February 15, 1853, NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, vol. iii, PP.
191-192.
20. It would seem that the news reached Mexico City. by express, April 8, Bnd
Millard B. Farwell. bearer of despatches from the United States Legation, arriving in
New Orleans April 26. reported that "this intelligence created great surprise, and
the determination was expressed to drive out the Americans at the point of the
bayonet. An armed force was ordered to proceed to Chihuahua to reinforce the
Mexican general, and assist in expelling General Lane. A delegation of the Mexican
authorities waited upon Judge Conkling, and made a solemn protest against the
whole proceeding. The utmost excitement prevailed amongst all classes ..." (Natio'nal
Intelliyencer. April 30, 1853). Salazar, the M.exican commissioner. reported that biB
government intended "to consider as a declaration of war the refusal on the part of
the United States to recognize Bartlett and Conde's boundary.. :' (Ibid., May 31. 1853.)
21. Skillman's express, which had been established by Henry Skillman between
San Antonio and Santa Fe (Ibid., December 2, 1852), brought word that, by April 25,
1853. Governor Trias, arriving at El Paso the day before. had at his command already
a force of 750 men and 150 offieers and had made a levy for more (Ibid., May 31, 1853).
22. Ibid., May 3, 1853.
23. The National Intelligencer, January 11, 1853, quoting from the Newark Daily
Advertiser, January 7, 1853.
24. For a plan so eomprehensive that it included the Sandwich Islands, Cuba, the
Mexican states one after another, the Central American, the South American. and,
finaIJy. the Canadas, Nova Scotia. and New Brunswick, see the National InteUigencer,
May 31, 1853, quoting from a New Hampshire print, the Concord Reporter.
Garber, The Gadsden Treaty, pp. 73, 74.

25.
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of the South Carolina railroad. 26 For the work designed, no
choice of men could have been better. Gadsden had been the
intimate and well-beloved friend of Andrew Jackson and orie
of the three negotiators of the notorious Seminole Treaty
of 1823.27 Only very recently, he had been reported as interested in sending out to California a colony of South Carolina
planters with from five to eight hundred slaves. 28
Governor Lane was also superseded; but he did not
immediately return to the States. Other plans had taken
shape in his mind. Because of the popularity he had enjoyed
from the first with the Anglo-Saxon part of the population,
he had developed congressional aspirations and now stood
forth as a candidate for the position of delegate. Through
June, July, and August, he electioneered 29 and it was undoubtedly to enhance his chances of political success that he
assumed the belligerent role recorded of his interview with
Colonel Sumner the first of June. Were it not so tragically
typical of the way subordinated people have been dealt with
through the centuries there would be something almost ludicrous in the threat to annihilate a "whole race," should the
murderers of one poor Mexican-of a despised race, too,
usually-not be surrendered. Sumner doubted the propriety
and the justice of such a proceeding; but is it possible that he
failed to comprehend its political value? Had Greiner been
present-he had left the Territory in May-he would have
supported Sumner in his further contention "that it was impossible to catch the Navajoes on their fleet horses."30 The
26.

18, 77;

1853.

Ibid., pp.
the National IntelligenceT, May 24,
27. United States Statutes at LaTge, vol. vii, PP. 224-226. For a full discussion
of the same, see Abel. A. H .• "History of Events Resulting in Indian Consolidation West
of the Mississippi," American HistOTical Association RepoTt, 1906. vol. i. pp.
28. National IntelligenceT. February 14,
29. On June 8, he expressed himself as not wishing to leave Santa Fe until his
successor should arrive (Letter to his wife, NEW M,EXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW. vol. iii.
pp. 196-197). He was not then sure of candidacy. In letters of August 26 and
(Ibid., pp.
he recounted to his wife the jorneys he took and the experiences
he met with.
30. In a letter of March 31. 1852. Greiner thus described the troops under Sumned: " ... We have not
troops here under Colonel Sumner to manage them (the
Indians. estimated at
Our troops are of no earthly account. They cannot
catch a single Indian. A dragoon mounted will weigh 225 pounds. Their horses are

1852.

330-335.

30

197. 198).

1,000
92.000).
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aggressive policy proved to be of little avail. The Mexican
vote went where it naturally belonged and Jose Manuel
Gallegos was elected. 3 !
Ofthe general condition of New Mexico the journal tells
little, the Greiner and Lane letters tell much. From those of
Greiner it is possible to infer that there was still a great
shortage of funds and it might still be necessary, as in Calhoun's day, to liberate prisoners because of an inability to
feed them. 32 The governor's own table was occasionally wellsupplied; but the gratitude that could be called forth at the
gift of two cabbage heads that had been sent from a place
"some 50 or 60 miles off" was indicative of a very great
deaJ.33 No wonder the life was hermit-like and that some, to
escape from it, were willing to take the most "appalling
journeys"34 and that others sighed for home. 35
Where the journal is strong is in its almost unconscious
revelation of Pueblo customs. Had Ward had Greiner's ex31. Lane contested the result of the election. For an account of this, see Ralph
P. Bieber, NEW MEXICO H,STOR,CAL REVIEW. vol. iii. p. 200. notes 50, 51, 53-56.
32. On this curious state of affairs. see Calhoun to Thomas Ortiz, prefect of
Santa Fe county, March 31, 1852 (NationallnteUigencer, May 22, 1852), The prisoners
were literally starving and Calhoun, moved with compassion and from a sense of
pure humanitarianism, granted them a conditional pardon. The liberated men were
described as "thieves and cut-throats" (Ibid., June 8, 1852). "The Legislature had
refused to pass a Tax law ... the reason assigned for not taxing was that the people
would rwt su.bmit to it" (C. H. Merritt to the secretary of the interior, April 30,
1852, Calhoun Correspondence, p. 533). It was not possible even to procure supplies
from the army commissariat (Letter of John Greiner, July 31, 1852, Journal of
American History, vol. iii, pp. 552-553) .
. 33. Lane to Sarah Glasgow, his daughter, the wife of William Glasgow, jr.,
November 17, 1852, NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, vol. iii, p. 191.
34. Lane to his wife, November 16, 1852, ibid., pp. 189-190.
35. Letter of Greiner, August 31, 1852, Journal of American History, vol. iii.
PP. 553-554.
all as poor as carrion. The' Indians have nothing but their bows and arrows and their
ponies are as fleet as deer. Cipher it up. Heavy dragoons on poor horses, who know
nothing of the country, sent after Indians who are at home anywhere and who always
have some hours start, how long will it take to catch them? So far, although several
expeditions have started after them, not a single Indian has been caught! The southern
Apaches are at war, they run off all the stock they care for and laugh at their pursuers.
The Governor applied to the commandant to give the Mexicans arms to defend themselves. He complied, the other day, by giving an order for 100 stand, and when the
arms were looked after they were found to be 'unfit for use: You may think it strange,
but I have more fears of Mexicans and some Americans here than I have of any of the
Indians" (Journal of American History, vol. iii. pp. 549-550).
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perience he would have told more. 36 It is interesting to know,
in view of all that has been said in disparagement of the
Pueblo land title, that it was, indisputably, a community title
and that an Indian, separating himself from his kindred,
forfeited his rights and could recover them only by again
subjecting himself to authority. The control over marriage
is interesting also. That there was practically no attempt
made, on the part of the governor of New Mexico, to interfere with Pueblo affairs was doubtless due to a recognition
of the citizenship that had been conceded by the eighth
article of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.37 In that concession what a chance there was for Inaugurating a new and
better United States Indian policy, especially as almost coincident with it came a separation of Indian from military
affairs! It was a time when much planning ought to have
been done and, perchance, much would have been done had
not slavery held the attention of the nation in the critical
year of 1850 and had not capital held it for the years immediately succeeding.
JOURNAL OF DAILY TRANSACTIONS AT
THE SUPERINTENDENCY OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
WILLIAM CARR LANE, Gov r . AND Supt.

Santa Fe-Friday October 1st 1852
The Jicarillas 38 all left after dinner highly pleased with their new
Tata (the Governor).
36. Greiner made two very full reports on the Pueblo Indians. In the one, he
dealt with the settlements in the country below Santa Fe, the Rio Abajo, and, in the
other, with those above Santa Fe, the Rio Arriba (Calhoun Correspondence, pp. 494497). Edward H. Wingfield, another Indian Agent under Calhoun, also reported upon
them (ibid., p. 470).
37. United States Satutes at Daroe, vol. ix, pp. 929-930.
38. The space allotted for the editing of this journal does not permit of an extended treatment of these and other Indians mentioned. Suffice it to say that there are
three particularly reputable sources from which detai!cd infC'mlation. stat~stical ar.d
ethnological, can be obtained, viz.: Hodge's Handbook of the Amencan Indians,
United States Census Re'fXYl"t, 1890, vol. x; ibid., 1910. By the eleventh article of the
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo (United States Statutes at Darge, vol. ix, pp. 980-931)
the United States had assumed entire responsibility for the peace of the southern
frontier and had obligated herself to indemnify Mexico for. any depredations that
might be committed by her Indians across the line. The immensity of the obligation
was soon realized and. had the Americans of the time been at all reflective, they might
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Several others, Pueblo Indians,39 here today.
Expenses $4.25.
John Ward
Saturday Oct 2d 1852
No Indians here today-No Expenses.
John Ward
Sunday Oct 3d 1852
No business done today-no Indians here-No Expenses.
John Ward
Monday Oct 4th 1852
Few Indians here today on different business.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward

2.
Santa Fe Tuesday Oct 5th 1852
The Governor left after dinner on a trip to the Rio Abajo-he
expects to go as far as Socorro.
Jno Lacome 40 from Taos 41 came in today-he has been out on a
trip to Fort Laramie--he reports all the Indians on the plains behav39. The pueblos of present New Mexico are eig-hteen in number and of three
stocks. according to the linguistic classification, Tanoan, Keresan, and Zuninn:Tanoan
KeTe.~an
Zu,.lian
Isleta
Acoma
Zuni
Jemez
Cochiti
Nambe
Laguna
Picuris
Santo Domingo
Sandia
San Felipe
San Ildefonso
Santa Ana
San Juan
Zia
Santa Clara
Taos
Tesuque
40. This was probably one of the two Lacome brothers, Frenchmen, to whom
Calhoun had been referred for information about and influence with the Utahs. The
name of the other was Auguste and he was doubtless the Mr. A. Lacome of entry,
January 3, 1853.
41. An interesting account of this much-visited pueblo is Blanche C. Grant'.
One Hundred Years Ago in Old Tao•.
well have wondered whether. after all, the pretext by which ag'gres~ion upon Mexico,
recently, and upon Spain, earlier, in the case of Florida, had been justified, had not
constituted, in the very nature of things, a gross imposition. The situation, however,
was peculiarly bad in the fifties because the Mexicans. consoling themselves with the
thought that the United States would pay. did practically nothing to resist Indian
attacks. For a reference to this, see a letter written from Parras, Coahuila, November
28. 1852, and quoted in the National InteUigencer, January 18, 1853. The writer
was connected with the Boundary Commission.
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ing very well-he also states that Major Fitzpatrick 42 was on his way
out to meet the Arrapahoes, Kiowas, and other Indians with a large
quantity of presents for them-he thinks that the Major had also given
the Comanches their share of presents.
Two Jemez 43 Indians here this morning but they left again after
dinner for their homes.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward
Wednesday Oct 6th 1852
Several Pueblo Indians here today all wanting to see the new
Tata-they were all put off in consequence of the Governor being away
-late in the evening a party of Cochita 44 Indians came in dancing
about town-they came in to pay the tithe to the Vicario.
Expenses $1.00
John Ward
Thursday Oct 7th 1852
We have learned today that the Utahs,4n Navajoes,46 and Apaches
are about to form a league in order to go out and have a fight with the
Cheyennes, Kiowas, and Comanches, and it is thought advisable by the
Dept. in order to prevent this movement if possible to make a few presents to the Utahs, out of their own appropriation funds, on or about
the 1st of Novr.-Mr. Greiner 47 in order to have all things ready by the
42. Thomas Fitzpatrick had not long returned from taking a delegation of the
Prairie, or Plains, Indians to Washington (National Intel/ige-ncer, January 10, February 24, 1852), and he was soon to negotiate with them. The year before this he had
negotiated that highly important treaty, called the Treaty of Fort Laramie, which gave
the right of way to the West and this with the Comanches and others was to be of like
significance. since they were to bind themselves not to molest the travel through the
desolate wastes. where they had heretofore reigned supreme.
43. For this pueblo group and their Tanoan town on the Rio Jemez, see Elliott
Coues's notes to The Expedition of Zebulon Pike, vol. ii, p. 615, note 13.
44. This is the only instance, in the journal, of the spelling Cochita. Cochiti is
a Keresan pueblo on the west bank of the Rio Grande (ibid., pp. 606-607, note 8).
45. Greiner had reported to Calhoun, April 30, 1852, that the Utahs ("Eutaws")
were the "easiest managed of any Indians in the Territory." (Calhoun COTTespondencc.
p. 530.)
46. The Navajoes are Apaches also. For an interesting contemporary account of
them, see the National hlteUigencer, March 14, lR53.
47. Much to his ~urprise. Greiner had had the secretaryship of the territory conferred upon him. For his assumed indebtedness to President Fillmore and to Thomas
Corwin of Ohio, secretary of the treasury. see his letter of August 31, 1852 (Journal
0/ American History. vol. iii, pp. 553-554). Corwin was more than ordinarily interested in New Mexico. His speech in the United States senate, February 11, '1847
(Josiah Morrow, Life and Speeches of Thomas Corwin, pp. 277•.314), denouncing the
war that he insisted Polk had precipitated, was a masterpiece of Whig eloquence.
Most unfortunate was it that, considering the high stand he took then, his name should
have come to be in any way connected with the Dr. G('.cTge A. Ga.rdi7lcr case, which
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return of the Gov r • from Rio Abajo has purchased the goods and has
also made an arrangement with Mr. Lacome of Taos for ten pack mules
to take up the goods to Taos.
Few Pueblos here today wanting to see the Supt.-they were put
off in consequence of his being absent.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward

3.
Santa Fe Friday October 8th 1852
The Governor of Pojoaque came in with a Santa Clara Indian to
see the Supt. about some land which he said the authorities of Santa
Clara had taken away from this Indian that came with him.
They were informed that the Gov r • was absent from here and that
no answer could be given to them on the subject until his return.
No Indian Expenses
John Ward
Saturday Oct 9th 1852
Seven Jicarilla Apaches came in this morning-they come from
the Mescaleros and going towards their homes at Las Truchas 48-they
report the Mescaleros, Aqua Nuevas, and all of those Indians, S. E.
from here, doing well and behaving the same.
About one in the afternoon six more Jicarillas and four Utahs
came in to see the Tata, making in all today 17 Indians with their
animals-had to furnish them all with provision and forage.
Expenses $8.87%
John Ward
Sunday Oct 10th 1852
All of the Jicarilla:: and Utahs left for their homes during this
forenoon highly pleased with their reception and presents made to them.
We have learned by the Jicarillas that all of the northern Indians
have by some means or other learnt the intention of the Dept. in
making some presents to the Utahs, and it is expected that [aJ great
number of them will be at Taos at the time of the distribution of the
goods, and in consequence thereof the 2500 dollars calculated for the
purchase of said presents will not be enough to furnish the large number expected to be in attendance, and therefore will be necessary to
48.
Index).

A peak of the Las Vegas range (Coues. Pike, vol. ii, p. 736, note 20; vol. iii,

was one of the most gigantic of the fraudulent claims set up against Mexico for the
purpose of getting from the United States government a large part of the indemnity
money. Upon investigation, Corwin was completely exonerated and his vindication
came when President Lincoln made him minister to Mexico.

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN NEW MEXICO

217

purchase a much larger quantity of goods than it was anticipated by
the Dept. in order that the said distribution shall not prove a failure.
Expenses $4.50
John Ward

4.
Santa Fe Monday Oct 11th 1852
Nothing much done today-no Indians here.
No Ind. Expenses
John Ward
Tuesday Oct 12th 1852
No Indians here to-day, consequently nothing much doneNo Ind. Expenses
John Ward
Wednesday Oct 13th 1852
Nothing of importance done today-few Pueblos here today-all
put off in consequence of the Govrs absence.
No Ind. Expenses
John Ward
Thursday Oct 14th 1852
Mr. Francisco, sutler at Fort Massachusetts,49 came in today and
he states that at a place by the name of Los Bayecitos there is about
one hundred lodges of Utahs waiting for the Tata (Supt) and presents
which they have understood are to be distributed among them about
the latter part of this month. No Indians here to day-No Expenses
John Ward
Friday Oct 15th 1852
The Indian child in charge of this Superintendency until chance
could be had to send her home died last night after a few days sickness,
and was buried this afternoon-she was a captive taken from the Pima
village sometime ago by the Apaches and brought to this Supty by a
trader.
Few Indians here today-no Ind. Expenses
John Ward

5.
Santa Fe October 16th 1852
The Gov r. of Santa Clara with another Ind. from the same Pueblo
came in to see the Supt. about some land belonging to one of tht!
pueblos that sometime ago left the said pueblo in consequence of his
<.Eso~cdicnce to the authorities thereof and now it appears he wants to
49. FtYf't Ma.B8achusetts was in the north, in the Utah country, and, at this time,
occupied by Maior Blake with two companies (Natwnal InteUigencer. August 10, 1862).

218

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

sell the land which he lived on previous to his leaving the pueblo.
Mr. Greiner in the absence of the Govr • told them that they must
have a council composed of three Governors from other pueblos and to
lay the case before them, and whatever they decide on the parties
must bide by in order to put an end to this question,
Expenses $1.12%.
John Ward
Sunday Oct 17th 1852
The Santa Clara Indians left after breakfast this morning-no
other Indians here today-Expenses $1.18%,.
John Ward
Monday, Oct. 18th 1852
Nothing much done today-few Pueblos here-all put off, in consequence of the Govrs absence-no Ind. Expenses.
John Ward
Tuesday Oct 19th 1852
The Governor returned this afternoon from his trip on the Rio
Abajo, highly pleased with the country, people and with his trip
throughout, he has been down as far as Socorro, and has seen a great
portion of the country-the opinion here is that his visits through the
country will have a great effect with the people in general.~o
An Indian here from San Felipe-he reports his pueblo all well
and highly pleased with their crops this yearN 0 Ind. Expenses
John Ward

6.
Santa Fe Wednesday Oct 20th 1852
Two Jemez Indians here this morning wanting to see the Tata
(Supt.)-they went off again in the afternoon,
This afternoon sent up to Taos with Lacome's pack mules, to the
care of Judge Beaubien,',l 27 packages of Indian goods for the Utahs.
50. A letter from Santa Fe of November 2nd. communicated to the Nelli York
Times and re~printed in the National Intelligencer. December 21. 1852. is worth calling
attention to; for it bears upon Lane's popularity. He had "thus far proved popular"
and gave every promise of continuing so, he being most "ardent in his c1e.sire to
advance the interests of the Territory.o,
51. Charles Beaubien had been for some year.s now identified with the judiciary of
New Mexico. He was a French Canadian by birth; but residing in New Mexico at
the time of the establishment of the provisional g'overnmcllt. 1847. Gent'ra] Kearny
appointed him one of the three United State!:; justice~. Joab Houghton was appointed
chief justice and Beaubien and Antonio J. Otero, associates. The first court convened at Taos, April 5, 1817 (Francis T. Cheetham, "The First Term o-C the American
Court in Taos" in the NEW MEXICO HIHTORICAL HI·:v[g\'\,'. i. 1']). 23-41). For' the text
of Kearny's 'manifesto, .'1ce Abert's Report, Ex. Doc.~., 30th congress, 1st ses:'\iol1 (1848).
p. 453. Doc. 41. 453.
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The intention of the Dept. is for Mr. Greiner to leave here about
the 1st of Nov r • so as to be in Taos on the 4th and then and there have
the distribution of the goods according to promise.
Expenses $1.00
John Ward
Thursday Oct 21st 1852
Paid up all of the Utah bills and took vouchers for them to the
amount of about 1900 dollars.
No Ind. here today-no Expenses.
John Ward
Friday Oct 22d 1852
Two Ind". here from the Pueblo of Silla. 52 They came to see the
Supt. in order to get a pass to go out and trade with the Moquis,53-the
pass was granted to them by the Gov r •
Revd Mr Reed got back today from his trip to Fort Defiance 55
and the Rev d Mr Shaw, stationed at the Fort as chaplain, and Revd
Mr Gorman at the Pueblo Laguna.
Mr. Reed also reports that Sandova15 6 one of the Navajoe chiefs,
it appears has been saying to the Navajoes that the Americans are no
friends to them, and a great many more things of the kind and it is
feared that all his false reports may create some bad feelings against
the Americans.
The Gov r • upon receiving the above reports immediately sent
written orders to Judge Baird~7 (their Agent) for him to proceed
forthwith to the Navajoe country with the presents that he (the Gov r .)
desires Judge Baird to take out to them (the Navajoes) on the first of
52. Silla, Sia, Cia, Zia, etc., a pueblo on the Jemez river. See Co~es, Pike. vol.
ii. p. 745, note 24.
53. Charles F. Lummis grouped the seven Moqui (Hopi) pueblos of present
Arizona with nineteen of New Mexico (U. S. Census, Report, 1890, vol. x. p. 416.
note b). Caues, on the other hand, considered them, with a single exception, of Shoshonean stock. like the Utes. Snakes, Comanches, eto. (Pi"e. vol. ii, pp. 743-744.
?I.ote 24).
54. Reed was one of the two Bapti:Jt preachers. who were in Santa Fe when
Greiner arrived, July. 1851. (Letter of July 31, and of October 1, 1851. Journal of
American History. vol. iii. pp. 544-545, 546).
55. Fort Defiance had been established by Colonel E. V. Sumner in the Navajo
country.
(Calhoun to Sumner, April 5, 1852. Calhoun COTrespondence. p.
518.) The Navajos were soon going in and out on very friendly terms. This was the
report from Santa Fe, November 30. 1851, to the St. La",:. Intelligencer (NatiO'Y/<t1
Intelligencer. January 27. 1852).
56. For this chief or "captain" of the Navajoes, see Greiner to Lea. April 30.
1852. Calho1tn Correspondence, p. 530.
57. S. M. Baird had been appointed a special agent to the Navaioes with a
location at Jemez. He was appointed by Governor Calhoun (Calhoun to Lea. Febru·
ary 29. 1852. Calhoun Correspondence. p. 488).
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this month, and also to investigate the facts connected with the aboye
reports, and to endeavour to dismiss all bad feelings which may have
arisen from Sandoval's treacherous reports, and on his return from
there to report the facts to this Office-the Gov r. also wrote to Col.
Sumner on the subject, and the documents were sent off forthwith to
Albuquerque by Express this afternoon.
Expenses $0.87%
John Ward
Saturday Oct 23d 1852
An Indian from Santa Clara came in to inform the Supt. that the
council which Mr. Greiner ordered to take place on Thursday last had
come off, and that the Govrs of San Juan, San Ildefonso, and Santa
Clara were the principals of the council and that they had decided that
the Pueblo lands is a general gift to the people of said Pueblo by the
Spanish Government, and that if any individual thinks proper to disobey the orders of the authorities of said pueblo and leave in consequence thereof, in such case the individual so doing has no right to
sell any of the lands which he might have had in his charge or either
has a right to sell the improvements thereon, and if he or they insist
in leaving the Pueblo as in this case, they may leave and suffer by the
consequence. 58
Expenses $0.75
John Ward
Sunday Oct 24th 1852
The Santa Clara Indian went off this morning after breakfast-no further business done today.
Expenses $0.50
John Ward
Monday Oct 25th 1852
Mrss. Jose and Pedro Lucero of De Mora made an application for a
license to trade with the Mescaleros at Sierra Moganos-they being
good citizens and their securities also, the license was granted to
them, for the term of three months-no further business done todayNo Ind. here today.
John Ward
58. A fact such as this is something that might to advantage come within the
purview of such an exposition as that made by A. B. Renehan of Santa Fe of the
legal basis of Pueblo Indian claims. See his Pueblo Indians and Their Land Grants, a
speech delivered at the Conf~rence of the League of the Southwest at Santa Barbara,
June 9, 1923.
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8.
Santa Fe Tuesday Oct 26th 1852
The mail from the States came in this afternoon-Judge Watts,!HI
and Maj. Wingfield,6o Ind. Agent, came passengers with this mail-no
Ind. here today,
John Ward
Wednesday Oct 27th 1852
The Express from Albuquerque returned this evemng bringing
with him a letter from Col. Sumner to the Governor, but brought no
answer from Judge Baird-few Pueblos here today,
John Ward
Thursday Oct 28th 1852
Three Jicarilla Apaches and several Pueblos here all on different
business-had to feed them all.
The mail from EI Paso came in this afternoon.
Expenses $2.93
John Ward

*

Friday Oct 29th 1852
The Governor has this day given Maj. Wingfield his orders and
instructions, he is to be stationed at the Copper Mines 61 or in its vicinity, and has been assigned to the Gila Apaches.
The Gov r • has also written to Mr. Overman,62 Special Agent,
apprizing him of an order received by this mail from the Acting Commissioner of Ind. Aff s . at Washington City, dated Aug t . 29th 1852, dismissing him (Mr Overman) from the service of the Ind. Dept.
Several Indians here today-some of them went off towards evening, while some remain here for the night.
Expenses .$1.00
John Ward
59. John S. Watts.
60. Edward H. Wingfield arrived in Santa Fe. July 25, 1851 (Calhoun Corresp07ldence, p. 392). It was arranged that he should. if practicable, accompany
Colonel Sumner to the Navajo country and take a position near the post (F01"t
Defiance 1) that it was planned to establish there (ibid., p. 393).
61. The Boundary Commission established its dellot at the Copper Mines. For an
interesting account of the locality, see Bartlett, Personal Narrative of Explorations
and Incidents. vol. i, Pp. 197 et seq.
62. Charles Overman. Governor Calhoun had appointed him a Special Agent for
the lower portion of the Territory; because controversies were likely to arise and it
was deemed wise for the Governor to be kept informed of aU that was transpiring
(Calhoun to Lea, February 29, 1852, Calhoun Correspondence, p. 488).

222

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

9.
Santa Fe Saturday Oct 30th 1852
The Jemez and San Ildefonso Indians left this morning after
breakfast.
Four other Indians came in this afternoon from Taos-had to give
them lodgings and something to eat. In consequence of the great portion of labour which the Governor is compelled to perform at present in
the discharge of his several duties, he has thought advisable to accept
the kind offer 63 of Mr. Greiner, Secretary, in acting as Agent in order
to meet the Utahs, for the purpose of having a council with them, and
to superintend the distribution of the presents intended to be given to
them by the Dept. and in accordance with the above understanding the
Gov r . has this day given Mr. Greiner a letter of advice on the subject.
Expenses $1.75
John Ward

Sunday Oct 31st 1852
Several Pueblo Indians here today-some from Jemez, and some
from Taos.
Expenses $2.0614
John Ward
Monday November 1st 1852
Journal kept by Mr. Greiner during my trip to Taos. Several Indians here today.
Expenses $2.50
John Ward
Tuesday Nov r • 2d 64 1852
Santa Ana and Taos Indians here yet-trying to get them awaygave license to Barclay and Doyle to trade with Indians.
John Ward
63. Of this occurrence, Greiner wrote,
"I am much pleased with Governor Lane. He is a gentleman of the old school.
and will make a popular Governor. I am going to Taos next week to meet the Utahs
and Jicarillas Apaches. I shall purchase and distribute about $5,000 worth of presents
among them. the Governor requesting me to attend to this duty for him, as he says I
know more about Indians than any man in the Territory. Soft corn ..." (Extract
from letter of October 30. 1852, Journal of American History, vol. iii, p. 554).
64. By this time Governor Lane seems to have organized the work of hh~ Indian
Office. At any rate the following rules issued by him would indicate as much. The
newspaper comment is added, it being very pertinent:
"There is (says the Baltimore American) a bold and brave public servant in the
administration of national interests at present in New Mexico. There is something
veritably pro-consular in the following 'rules' which have been iS8ued in that remote
Territory, of which Mr. William Carr Lane is at once Governor and Superintendent of
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10.
Santa Fe November 3d 1852
Taos and Santa Ana Indians went off this morning after breakfast.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward

Wednesday Nov r 4th 1852
Sent off one of the horses of the Superintendency to pasture-No
Indians here today.
John Ward
Friday Nov r 5th 1852
Learned to day that Mr. Joseph Hersch had an Indian boy
(Pahutah) for sale-gave him notice that if he offered him for sale at
a future time that he would be prosecuted to the extent of the law.
And if the boy was not forthcoming when called for by the Superintendent he would be held responsible. Several Jemez Indians here
today.
Expenses $1.00
John Ward
Indian Affairs. The utter inefficiency of the Indian Department seems to have annoyed
him; and. accordingly, he thus sends forth his receipt:
1. Sinecures are abolished.
2. The public service is to be the Il:reat end and aim of all agents. interpreters, and other persons who may be employed in the· Department, and
every possible exertion must be made to advance the public interest.
3. Private business must not interfere with the discharge of public duties.
4. The expenditures of agents must he confined to the narrowest possible
Jimits which may be consistent with a proper discharge of public duty;
and a careful discrimination must be made between the private and public
expenditures of agents.
5. The residence of the agent must be within the limits of the tribe to which
he is assigned. or as near thereto as practicable.
6~ All orders from superiors must be promptly obeyed. or satisfactory reasons
given for the failure to obey.
7. The expressions 'J can't.' 'J cO"Uldn't: or 4[ don't know,' are inadmissible
phrases in reports to this superintendency.
8. All officers who may disregard or fail to observe these rules will be deemed
to be 'aut of health,' and will be relieved temporarily from duty; and.
should not satisfactory assurance be given that the 'health' of the officer
is likely to amend. hi.s unhappy case will be reported to Washington.
WM. CARR LANE

Superintendent Indian Affairs for New Mexico.
Santa Fe, New Mexico, Nov. 2, 1852.
There is warning as well as wit (says the American) in these wholesome decrees
of Gov. Lane; and it cannot be denied that their enforcement elsewhere in this
Union would be exceedingly efficacious" (NatUnuU IntelLilJenuT, January 20, 1853).
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Saturday Nov r 6th 1852
Maj. Wingfield left today for the Copper Mines Agency where he
is to remain as Agent for the Apaches. Turned over to him one public
mule and one bridle.
Ward returned from Abiquin 6~ bringing with him Tamureceive the presents but would agree to go to Abiquin.
Fitted out Tamuche with a suit of warm and comfortable clothing
-he is to act as Runner for his own andCuniache's people-the meeting is to be held in Abiquin next Saturday.
John Ward

11.
Santa Fe Sunday Nov r 7th 1852
Ward left for Taos this morning taking with him Tamuche, and
Cruz Markes (a Mexican to act as Runner) in order to take the Ind.
goods that have been sent there and have them packed over to Abiquin,
Gave him letters to Beaubien, Mignault, and Hatcher in Taos, and
orders to buy 3000 lbs of coarse flour. Gave him letters also to Manzanares,67 and Gen l . Chaves at Abiquin notifying them of our being
at Abiquin on Saturday next,
Several Indians here today
Expenses $1.50
John Ward
Monday Nov r 8th 68 1852
Some Isleta Indians here today requesting from the Governor, that
a paper should be given to them to shew that their Governor and Capt.
de Guerra (or war Capt) must be respected in their offices. Gave them a
paper to that effect.
Gov r of Santa Clara, and few other Indians here today,
Expenses $2.50
John Ward
Tuesday Nov r 9th 1852
Several Indians here today-one of them from Santa Clara made
a complaint against a Mexican.
Expenses $2.00
John Ward
65.

Abiquiu, the Abicu of Pike. See Coues, loco cit.• vol. ii, p. 604. note 7.

che,66 Utah Capt., stating that the Utahs refused to go to Taos to
66. Tamuche, or Tamucha (Calhoun Correspondence, p. 256). or Tamouchi
(ibid.. p. 531). Greiner reported him as tbe war captain of the Capote Utahs.
67. Prefect of Rio Arriba County. See entry, January 11, 1853. A certain Jose
Anto. Mansanares signed the memorial which the New Mexican Convention addressed
to the United States Congress (Senate Exec. Docs., no. 76, 31st congress, 1st session,
vol. xiv [1849-1850], serial no. 562).
68. The Lane journal. edited by Twitchell. has entries missing from November 7,
1852, to January 8, 1853.
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. Wednesday Nov r 10th 1852
Purchased today six fat oxen from Salazar 6 !l for 120 dollars for
the Utahs and sent them on to Abiquin by Teodoro Garcia, in order to
have them there at the time of the meeting with the Utahs.
John Ward
12.
Santa Fe Thursday Nov r 11th 1852
Mr. Greiner left this'morning for Abiquin for the meeting-No
Indians here today,
John Ward
Friday Nov r 12th 1852
Few Indians here-all left again in the afternoon for" their homes.
John Ward
Saturday Nov r 13th 1852
Two Santo Domingo and two Taos Indians here today-had to
give them something to eat.
Expenses $2.00
John Ward
Sunday Nov r 14th 1852
Indians all left this morning after breakfast-no further business
done today.
John Ward
Monday Nov r 15th 1852
Two Indians from Picuris here this morning but left again after
dinner.
John Ward
Tuesday Nov r 16th 1852
Mr. Greiner, Ward, and party returned this afternoon from
Abiquin. Mr. Greiner reports the meeting having been a fine one, and
he thinks the number of Indians must have been 150 Apaches and 400
Utahs and in order to create no bad feelings among them had to give
them all presents alike, although the presents were intended for the
Utahs. The Indians all went off highly pleased to their homes with
their reception and presents given to them.
John Ward
6D. This was probably the same as the Mr. L. Salazar of entry. December 22nd.
Don Jose Salazar was "the Chief Astronomer on the part of Mexico" Cor the Boundary Commission and reported upon the iniUal point (Bartlett, Personal Narrative.
vol. i, p. 202).
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13.
Santa Fe Wednesday Nov r 17th 1852
Francisco Ulibari made an application for a license to trade with
the Comanches for three months-it was granted to him-No Indians
here today.
John Ward
Thursday Nov r 18th 1852
Nothing much done today-No Indians here.
John Ward
Friday Nov r 19th 1852
Information has been received at this office that an American at
the Saw Mill of Mr. Lease, near Las Vegas, had shot an Apache Indian
and badly wounded two others, the Governor upon receiving the above
information consulted with Mr. Greiner, SecY and requested him to
proceed to Las Vegas and have the matter investigated-the Governor
also requested of Mr. Greiner to see the Indians and to spare no means
in order to have them pacified and the injured families rewarded as
much as possible, in order to prevent any trouble hereafter by the
Indians trying to revenge themselves. Mr. Greiner leaves for Las
Vegas tomorrow morning.
John Ward
Saturday Nov r 20th 1852
Mr. Greiner left this morning for Las Vegas-no Indians here
today-Ward also goes with Mr. Greiner.
John Ward
Sunday Nov r 21st 1852
No Indians here today-nothing much done in the way of Ind. Affs.
John Ward
14.
Santa Fe Monday Nov r 22d 1852
Few Indians here today-all left again in the afternoon.
John Ward
Tuesday Nov r 23d 1852
A Santa Clara Indian here today wanting a pass to go out trading
with the Comanches·-the pass was granted to him.
John Ward
Wednesday Nov r 24th 1852
No Indians here today.
John Ward
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Thursday Novr 25th 1852
Several Indians here today-had to give them something to eat.
Expenses $O.62lh
John Ward
Friday Nov r 26th 1852
No Indians here-nothing much done today on Ind. Affs.
John Ward
Saturday Nov r 27th 1852
The mail from Independence got in this afternoon and they report
Dr. Steck 70 (Ind. Agent) with the Pueblo delegation 71 this side of the
Arkansas all well but travelling very slow.
John Ward
15.
Santa Fe Sunday Nov r 28th 1852
Some Tesuque Indians here wanting to know about their friends
that went in to the States with Gov r Calhoun. No further business done
today.
John Ward
70. Evidently the ·'Dr. M. Stake" of the Socorro petition to. Calhoun (Calhoun
Corresp<nU1ence, p. 481). In 1853 (v. entries of June 3 and July 8, below) Michael
Steck of Pennsylvania became Indian agent for the Southern Apaches of the
Chiricahua or Mogollon bands; from 1863 to 1865 he was superintendent of Indian
affairs at Santa Fe.
. .
71. When Governor Calhoun started on his journey back to the States, he was
accompanied by five Indians from the Pueblo of Tesuque. Colonel Sumner detailed
Lieutenant Johnston with twenty-five men as an escort (Sumner to Major J. H.
Carleton, Captain 1st Dragoons, May 5, 1852, Calhoun Correspo7UIence, p. 534), also
Dr. McFarland (Same to Same, May 20, 1852, ibid., p. 548). A report that reached
Independence the twenty-first of .rune was that Calhoun's party was with Hubble's
and that he had been obliged to stop hy the way because of feeble health, ·had again
recovered sufficiently to prosecute his journey "and was passed by the mail party at
Middle Cimarone Spring" (National Intelligencer, July 8, 1852), The next news of
him was that he was dead (Entry in Greiner's Journal, July 27, 1852). What to do
with the Tesuque Indians was the problem. David V. Whiting, Calhoun's private secretary was of the party accompanying him, also Wm. E. Love. his son-in-law. The
former telegraphed to Washington for instructions how to proceed (Calhoun Carre.• ~(mdcncc. pp. 540, 541) and, finally, he and Love started forward with the Indians,
reaching the capital city early in August. They visited the Indian Bureau and were
then taken to the White House. For nn account of their interview on that occasion
with President Pierce, see National Int,cllinencer, August 7, 1852. Other visits fol.
lowed and, lit the last, it was remarked that one of them, Juan Antonio Vigil, was
wearing an old medal with the head of George III upon it-"which no inducements could
prevail on him to part with." They one and all refused a gift of clothes, thinking
them quite unnecessary as a substitute for their own; but expressed a desire to learn
the English language. They were speaking in "liquid Spanish," Mr. Whiting acting as
interpreter; but among themselves they used their own Indian speech (ibid., September 2, 1852).
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Monday Nov r 29th 1852
A complaint against the Gov r of the Pueblo of Isleta was made by
some of the Indians of said pueblo.
The Governor has appointed Mr. A. J. Ortero to go down and investigate the whole matter.
Mr. Greiner arrived last evening from Las Vegas and states all
the Ind. difficulties settled. Mr. G. has made his report to the Gov r in
accordance-the Mail from EI Paso arrived this afternoon.
John Ward
Tuesday Nov r 30th 1852
Several Indians here today but they all went off again in the afternoon.
John Ward
16.
Santa Fe Wednesday Deer 1st 1852
The mail for the States left this morning-No Indians here today.
John Ward
Thursday Deer 2d 1852
No Indians here today-nothing much done in the way of Ind. Affs.
John Ward
Friday Deer 3d 1852
The Gov r. of Isleta came here today with other Indians, to inform
the Govr that the complaint made against him, by some of his people
some days past, was false and without foundation. The Gov r told him
that he had sent down Mr. Ortero to their pueblo in order to investigate
the matter and have it all settled·-Iate in the afternoon 3 more Indians
came from Picuris-had to lodge and feed them all,
Expenses $1.75
John Ward
Saturday Deer 4th 1852
Several Indians here, some from Santa Ana and some from Taos.
Late in the afternoon a delegation of Taos pueblos, numbering 32,
made there appearence-the object of their visit as they stated was
to see the new Tata (the Govr ) and to welcome him in the name of
their Pueblo;
They also asked the Gov r for permission to have a pueblo dance in
the plaza tomorrow, but the Gov r declined in consequence of its being
Sunday but told them that they could dance on Monday as much as
they please.
The number of Indians lodged and fed today is 39Expenses $6.62%
John Ward
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17.
Sunday Deer 5th 1852
The Santa Ana Indians went off after dinner-all of the Taos
pueblos are here yet-have to feed them all.
Expenses $9.62V2
John Ward
Monday Deer 6th 1852
Some few Ind s • left today but the greater part of them are still
here.
Expenses $6.75
John Ward
0

Tuesday Deer 7th 1852
All the Indians left after dinner for their homes, highly pleased
with their new Tata (the Gov r ) Dr. Steck (Indian Agent) and Mr. D.
V. Whiting, together with the Delegation of Tesuque Indians, arrived
late this evening from the States.
Expenses $4.50
John Ward
Wednesday Deer 8th 1852
Several Indians here today to meet their friends from the States
(or the Delegation). Expenses $1.50.
John Ward
18.
Santa Fe Thursday Deer 9th 1852
Several pueblos here this morning, but they all went off again in
the afternoon.
John Ward
Friday Deer 10th 1852
Mr. D. V. Whiting turned over today to the Ind. Dept. the following number of public animals; viz. 7 mules, 4 mares, 1 horse, all in
very bad order, fairly broken down, and one of the mares badly
founder. No Indians here today.
John Ward
Saturday Deer 11th 1852
An Indian from Santo Domingo here this morning and stated that
he was en route to the Comanches, but that he had met with a party
that just arrived from them (Comanches,) and they told him that they
intended to take away all the animals and wagons from those that
went to the Buffalo hunt this year with Carts, or Wagons, and that
in consequence of the above statement himself and party had given up
the trip. Expenses $0.50.
John Ward
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Sunday Deer 12th 1852
No Indians here today-no business done in the way of Ind. Affs.
Yesterday sent out to Mr. S. Ellison's 72 Rancho in Galisteo 9
public animals as follows, 5 mules, 1 horse and 3 mares. Mr. Ellison is
to keep them at the rate of 7 dollars pro head-monthly, and he has to
feed them with corn, fodder, &c.
John Ward
19.
Santa Fe Monday Deer 13th 1852
Carlos from Tesuque with those that went in to the States came
here this morning, but after dinner they all went off again.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward
Tuesday Deer 14th 1852
Few Indians here this morning but having no business with the
office they were all put off. Mr. Whiting turned over to the Gov r. this
morning 20-2 inch silver medals sent to him by the President. (Fillmore).
John Ward
Wednesday Deer 15th 1852
Several pueblos here today, but they all went off again in the
afternoon.
John Ward
Thursday Deer 16th 1852
No Indians here today-nothing much done in the way of Ind. Affs.
John Ward
Friday Deer 17th 1852
Four Indians from Jemez and two from San Ildefonso here today
with .their animals-had to feed them all.
Expenses $1.50
John Ward
20.
Santa Fe Saturday Deer 18th 1852
The Jemez and San Ildefonso Indians all went off this morning
after breakfast--no other Indians here today.
Expenses $1.00
John Ward
72. Probably Samuel Ellison, whose manu!';cript "History of New Mexico," in the
Bancroft Library, was edited by J. Manut'~l Espinosa in the N. M. RIST. REV., xiii
(January 1938). 1-13.
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Sunday Deer 19th 1852
No Indians here-nothing much done in the way of business.
John Ward
Monday Deer 20th 1852
Several Indians here this morning-all went off again in the afternoon.
John Ward
Tuesday Deer 21st 1852
Mr. Steck, Indian Agent, received a letter of instructions from the
Governor this morning. Mr. Steck intends going from here to Anton
Chico and from there to Las Vegas and Mora, thence to Taos and back
to Santa Fe, the object of this trip is to see the Jicarilla ApachesMr. Steck also received from the Supt the following articles of public
property, viz; one horse, one mule, two saddles, & two bridles, two
saddle blankets.
John Ward
21.

Santa Fe Wednesday Deer 22<1 1852
Mr. L. Salazar from San Miguel made an application for a license
to trade with the Apaches-the license was granted to him-No Indians
here today.
John Ward
Thursday Deer 23<1 1852
A Mexican from San Miguel made an application for license to
trade with the Comanches, but, in consequence of his not having the
necessary documents with him, the license was not granted. No Indians
here today.
John Ward
Friday Deer 24th 1852
Juan de Chamas, an Indian from Santo Domingo made an application for a pass for himself and 18 others of the same Pueblo in order
to go out and trade with the Comanches-the pass was granted.
Carlos from Tesuque also here this morning-gave him breakfast.
Expenses $0.50
John Ward
Saturday Deer 25th 1852
The mail from Independence came in today. No Indians here.
John Ward
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22.
Santa Fe Dec r 26th 1852
No Indians here today-nothing much done in the way of Ind. Affs.
John Ward
Monday Dec r 27th 1852
No Indians here today-nothing new
John Ward

Tuesday Dec r 28th 1852
This morning the Governor received Maj. Wingfield's (Ind. Agent)
report from the Copper Mines, dated 20th inst.
John Ward
Wednesday Dec r 29th 1852
All busy making out papers to send by this mail, being the end of
the quarter-no Indians here today.
John Ward
23.
Santa Fe Thursday Dec r 30th 1852
Agent Baird and Special Agent Overman came up this morning in
order to settle up their accounts, being the end of the quarter-they
report the Navajoes and Apache Indians doing well and behaving the
same-Mr. Overman from this date has nothing further to do in the
Ind. Dept in accordance with the orders from the Actg Com r of the
Ind. Dept at Washington City.
Mr. D. V. Whiting turned over today the balance of public property
belonging to the Ind. Dept. which he brought with him from the States.
John Ward
Friday Decr 31st 1852
Nicolas Prudo from San Miguel made an application for a license
to trade with the Comanches-the license was granted to him.
No Indians here today.
Thus ends this year of our Lord 1852.
John Ward
(To be Concluded)

THE CREDIBILITY OF THE FRAY MARCOS ACCOUNT
By CARL O. SAUER

HE MYTHS of history, gaining authority by repetition,

T are stubborn things to slay. In 1932 I published in
"The Road to Cibola" a version of discoveries in the Southwest, by which I gave Cabeza de Vaca and his party priority
of entry into New Mexico and Arizona, and denied the claims
of Fray Marcos beyond a slight penetration into Arizona.
Further evidence was presented in my article in the NEW
MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW in 1937, "The Discovery of New
Mexico Reconsidered." On Cabeza de Vaca I find myself in
substantial agreement with Cleve Hallenbeck's monograph,
published during the present year (1940). Against Fray
Marcos I am allied with Henry R. Wagner, who has written
in part in this same journal. We three, who are not professors of history, remain voices in the wilderness. The fourth
centennial of its true discoverers went unnoticed in the
Southwest; Arizona commemorated in 1939 the bare-foot
friar from Nice. The recent article by Mr. Bloom in this
journal, supporting Fray Marcos and rejecting my analysis,
demands an answer, if only so that the record be cleared.
The contribution of Mr. Bloom is in the discovery of
certain errors in the published version of Fray Marcos' relation. I have since examined a photographic copy of the
originals and compared them with the printed Pacheco and
Cardenas version. The latter is remarkably exact except
for the three mistakes noted by Bloom. Only one of these
has any importance as affecting the itinerary, the error
by which four jornadas became four leguas. However, this
error in no wise "invalidates the Sauer analysis," as Bloom
makes claim. By use of the printed document I placed the
Friar at the northern end of the Opata settlements on May 5,
where he rested three days, and whence he entered the
despoblado on May 9. By the correct original, the first date
233
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must be changed to May 1, followed by a rest of three days,
and then by a march of four days to reach the despoblado
on May 9, the date given by Fray Marcos. These four
jornadas must then be interpreted as having been made
beyond the limits of the Opata settlements, from the headwaters of the Sonora drainage through the -rancherias of the
Sobaipori Pima on the upper San Pedro of southern Arizona.
The correction makes the record legible a bit farther. The
country north of the Opata valleys, the high Cananea plateau,
was unsettled, or very sparsely occupied, about to the International Border. Beyond, in the San Pedro Valley of Arizona, lay the Pima rancherias, and though these were
smaller, fewer, and more primitive than the Opata villages,
they should have been, and apparently were taken into
account as being south of the great despoblado. The Friar
thus reckoned the beginning of the great despoblado by his
departure from the Pima villages, not from the upper end
of the Opata land.
But that is all that this correction implies. It does not
change the calendar of Fray Marcos, for, if he got to the end
of the Opata country four days sooner than I had thought,
instead of a schedule of fifteen jornadas between Opateria
and Cibola, there now must be added for the return, to the
fifteen jornadas back across the despoblado, four more to
get to the northernmost Opata valley. This means simply
that the four days, or jornadWl, are shifted, not saved. Nor
is the case against Fray Marcos so slight that he could be
rehabilitated by gaining for him a small matter of four days.
As a matter of fact, Mr. Bloom lost a precious week for his
client by showing that the Relacion was attested, signed, and
sealed in Mexico City by August 26, whereas I have used the
terminal date of September 2 of its formal presentation
before the Viceroy.
There are two general questions still before us in the
case of Fray Marcos: 1. Does his account in general show
evidence of good faith? 2. Is its calendar reasonable or
possible? I shall consider first, the second of these.
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Bloom has the Friar at Cibola on May 25, estimating the
date from Fray Marcos' own account. The Indians had told
him that from the beginning of the despoblado to Cibola
were fifteen long days of travel (largos quince dias de
camino), Bloom omitting the "largos" in his rendering. This
was a fair statement of the distance from the San Pedro to
Zuni for a few tough Indians, traveling light. The Friar
applied this yardstick to his own reputed march to Zuni.
But there is significant difference in the manner of travel of
such Indians and that of the Friar. Previously, he had sustained no long marches, having taken two months to cover
about three-fifths of the distance from Culiacan to Cibola.
Now he is supposed to have covered the remainder in half a
month, including first an arid and then a mountain terrain.
Moreover, the Friar here for the first time acquired an impressive safari, according to his story, of thirty principal
men from among the Indians, dressed in gala attire, accompanied by "the people necessary to bring them and me food."
Always they were very well supplied with a variety of game.
Some of the Indians served as porters of chests of clothes
and other things for barter. Such a train could not move
rapidly, nor is there any note of hurry in the Friar's account.
After the first day, there is indeed no mention of what was
passed or seen, no mention of the "spiny country" that vexed
Coronado's men, nor of the great ascent of the rim of the
Colorado Plateau, of its wide .pine forests, or of the high,
grassy plains beyond. Nothing.,....-Qnly "I marched twelve
days," though Marcos was charged especially by the Viceroy
to observe "the quality and fertility and climate of the land,
its trees and plants and tame and wild animals,-whether
the land is rugged or smooth" and so on, to all of which Fray
Marcos answered only, "I marched twelve days." And this
was the one part of his supposed journey where no white
man had preceded him. Not only would such a train have
slowed down travel, but the time was adverse, being at the
end of the dry season, when short cuts were out of the question because of failure of springs, and game also was hardest
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to find and in poorest condition. The march, moreover, was
interrupted twice by news of the slaying of the Negro and
his Indian companions. The first time, Marcos said that he
re-animated the party to continue. The second bearers of
bad tidings discouraged the company so greatly that only
two of the chiefs and a few other Indians continued to the
end. Yet all of this is supposed to have been done at an
average rate of travel of about nine leagues a day, sustained
for fifteen days.
Now a~Ho the return journey. We can use estimates of
distance only as rough approximations. Coronado's men
counted the distance from Cibola to Chichilticalli, roughly
the crossing of the Gila, as eighty-five leagues. This was
about halfway from the beginning of the Opata country, or
about 170 leagues for the whole northern stretch. Fray
Marcos reckoned 112 leagues to the place I have thought to
identify as the crossing of the Mayo. About fifteen leagues
should be added to get to Vacapa, whence Coronado estimated that it was sixty leagues to Culiacan. From Culiacan
to Compostela lay a hundred leagues in the long reckoning
of the time. All of which adds up to 450 or 460 of the
leagues of the day, not the precise league of 2.6 miles of the
land surveys, but on the whole long leagues. Anyone familiar with the itineraries of New Spain knows that the leagues
of travel of the sixteenth century were consistently a good
deal greater than those of the eighteenth century. Or, let
us consider the matter in terms of miles. From Nogales on
the Arizona border, the Southern Pacific runs 940 miles to
Compostela by a very direct route. From the vicinity of
Naco, where Fray Marcos should have crossed our border,
the distance to Compostela at most would be reduced by less
than a hundred miles from that by rail. From the border to
Zuni is somewhere around 400 miles. The total cannot be
reckoned at much below 1300 miles; let us say we put it at
1250 miles.
Arrived at Cibola, the Friar had just done 450 miles,
perhaps better, in nineteen days if we may believe him.
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Thereupon he is to turn about, without a rest, without a rest
all the way back to Compostela, to accumulate a total of
1700 miles, perhaps more rather than less, in this sustained,
stupendous march from upper Sonora to Cibola and back
again to Compostela. Perhaps he could do the last hundred
leagues on horseback. History is silent on that point, but we
know that all the rest of it had to be done on fqot. It is no
wonder that Mr. Bloom needs all the days he can assemble
in order to make feasible this terrific journey.
The case for the Friar is worse than has heen stated
thus far. It is not merely that it seems inevitable to limit his
return journey to the month of June by the evidence introduced: 1) There are two geographic considerations stated
in my previous studies, namely the fearful heat of that
stretch of coast during that season and the complete cessation of land travel north of Compostela after June. No one
could put on a maximum performance of marching at that
season of the year when there is league on league of burning,
shadeless monte. The Friar dared not risk getting caught
this side of Compostela by the rains which turn the lowlands
of Nayarit into a morass. 2) This non-pareil of long distance
walkers has the face to say that on his way back he turned
aside (in southern Sonora) to inspect the valley or opening
(abra) where the mountains came to an end. He had noted
this locality on his way up, but had left the inspection for
the return. This really was a dreadful slip on the part of
Marcos. He was concerned so little with the difficulties of
time which he bequeathed to later students that he said nothing about the problem of time, but only that fear caused him
to hesitate about the detour. I have written elsewhere of
this land of civilized people and golden vessels which Coronado later found to be the first of the myths of Marcos. I
have suggested that the slight element of truth may be supplied by the Chinipas. Valley of western Chihuahua, which is
more or less to the east of Vacapa. Fray Marcos declared
that he got to the mouth of the gap in the mountains and saw
beyond seven fair settlements, that he erected two crosses,
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and took possession of the land. Had the Friar turned aside
for a view of Chinipas, he must have used up at least a week
of hard going, as I know, having been there and remembering well the weariness of that mountain trail. Marcos indeed
said that the abra lay four or five jornadas off his road. Of
course, there is no such gap, no plains beyond, no such a
civilized people. The Friar n~ver saw this fictitious land,
but the point is that he added to the impossibility of his
journey by claiming that he did take this side trip and thereby admitting a loss of eight to ten days from the already
inadequate time of his return.
Should he have found'horse transport from Culiacan to
Compostela, little reduction in time would result. Almost
the whole of this part of the journey was through a country
then stripped of its natives and provisions, as we know from
Coronado's expedition the following year and from other
accounts of the time. Indians from the hills to the east
raided the camino and made it necessary to travel with heavy
guard. Provisions had to be carried for most of the road.
Such escort and pack train travel again was not favorable
to rapid transport.
The remaining crucial question is the time at which
Fray Marcos got back to Compostela. Let us begin the reckoning at the City of Mexico where the finished Relacion was
attested, signed, and sealed August 26, as Mr. Bloom has
stated. This is a longish document and a formal one. We
may be sure that nothing went into it without careful discussion, and that it was well edited before it was given to
the scribe and attested as a permanent record. A week
allowed for the official casting of the report, which seems
conservative, would bring us back to August 19. Before this
time three trips between Compostela and Mexico must be
provided. We know from the Relacion that Marcos wrote
from Compostela to the Viceroy and the Franciscan Provencial of his arrival, with request for instructions as to what
he should do next. This involved one round trip for a messenger. Thereupon, Marcos went to Mexico, to present his
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report. It was a good five hundred miles from Compostela
to Mexico, with two or three formidable mountain stretches
of road. There should be added, therefore, at least a month
and a half for the three trips, and a few days for consideration of the communications. I do not see, therefore, how
Fray Marcos can have arrived at Compostela after the first
of July.
We are back, therefore, to the necessity of making the
incredible journey from Zuni to Compostela in the month of
June. Worse still, the side trip to the abra must be accommodated. The whole business is clearly impossible. It has been
shown that there was not the time for the journey that Mr.
Bloom has postulated. He uses the date of entry into the
northern despoblado as May 9, the arrival at Cibola on May
25, and the return to Compostela, possibly by July 10. This
would require covering 1700 miles on the main trail in two
months. However, by the Friar's own statement a minimum of eight days must be subtracted for the side trip to
the abra. Thus, even Mr. Bloom's reckoning is up against
the necessity of maintaining an average pace of thirty-three
miles a day without let-up.
Mr. Bloom makes a last attempt to gain time for the
Friar by turning to Coronado's letter of July 15, 1539, which
Wagner and I first used. I am completely at a loss to understand the interpretation he has read into this letter. What
Coronado says is simple. Writing to the King he says that
since his Majesty will have news of the newly-found land,
he is writing no more at that time, because the King will
learn about it from "the Relacion of Fray Marcos and from
that which the Viceroy is writing to Your Majesty." I see
no basis for an interpretation that Coronado had only advance reports brought back by Indians, which seems sheer
supposition on Bloom's part. Coronado speaks of the Relacion of Fray Marcos and of a letter about the trip from Viceroy to King in the present tense. The least one can infer is
that these were then in process of preparation.
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There may now be a final word as to the general veracity
of the Friar's account:
(1.) Beyond Petatlan (later the villa of Sinaloa) he
speaks of the scarcity of food, in part, because he had been
told that it had not rained for three years. This is an obvious impossibility for that region, and I doubt that he was
told any such thing.
(2.) He asserts having seen the island in which Cortez
had been, saying that it was half a league from the mainland. This may be an attack on Cortez' claim to California.
This putative position of Cortez' island would place it within
the territory of the Spaniards of Culiadin, who antedated
the expedition of Cortez. In the immediately preceding sentence of his Relaci6n, the Friar had called attention to slave
raids along this coast by Spaniards of Culiacan. If Marcos
knew anything about Cortez' expedition to California, he
cannot have believed that some sandbar or island in northern
Sinaloa was the land to which Cortez sailed. The possibility
that one of Cortez' supply ships may have passed by this
locality does not make the Friar's statement correct or
innocent.
(3.) Attention must be called again to the mendacity
of the assertion that, having passed the first despoblado
south of the Fuerte River, "I found other Indians who were
astonished to see me because they have no knowledge of
Christians, because they do not traffic with those on the
other side of the despoblado." This is a compound falsehood.
In the first place, there was no real despoblado, but rather
a stretch of small and sparsely strewn rancherias between
the rich and well-peopled valleys of the Petatlan and the
Fuerte. Secondly, there was no barrier to the communication between these valleys. The Indians on both sides were
of the same stock, language, and culture, and communicated
freely at all times. In the third place, all this area had been
entered repeatedly by Spaniards. Diego de Guzman's party
had penetrated across it to the northern end of the Yaqui
country. Cabeza de Vaca's party had come through this area
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and, moreover, had found this region desolated far and wide
because of Spanish slave raids.
(4.) In the Fuerte valley Fray Marcos found an abundance of food. Remembering, perhaps, that he had just
spoken of a land where it did not rain for three years, he
added that this country had much food because it was ·all
irrigated. If there had been such a great drought, irrigation would have been much reduced and crops also. Moreover, the inhabitants of the Fuerte valley did not practice
irrigation.
(5.) Why should the Negro, as he scouted ahead of
Fray Marcos, have sentthe repeated and excited accounts of
the great news that he was discovering? The Negro well
knew and so did Fray Marcos that this was only the back
trail, down which the Negro had lately come with Cabeza de
Vaca. The Negro had, in fact, been bought by the Viceroy
to serve the Friar as guide. Yet the Friar's account has not
one word of Cabeza de Vaca's prior expedition and expressly
claims that the Indians north of the Petatlan area knew
nothing of white men.
(6.) In the build-up of the story of the riches of Cibola,
Fray Marcos underscores the increasing abundance northward of turquoise, .and cow (buffalo) hides among the
natives of Sonora. By the time he got to upper Sonora, the
people were laden with turquoise ornaments, and buffalo
hides were seen by the thousands. We are quite well informed about the condition of the Indians of Sonora at the
time of the Spanish occupation, and know somewhat their
archaeology. The road of Fray Marcos was one of the routes
by which turquoise was traded from the Southwest into
Central Mexico. There is no evidence that it was accumulated in any conspicuous amount by the people of Sonora.
Buffalo hides were also traded into Sonora, but in limited
numbers. Its people did not dress in heavy buffalo skins, as
he said, but used light and pliable buckskin.
(7.) The version of the fame of the Pueblo people
among the Opata is most improbable. .According to the
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Friar, the Sonora Indians regarded the people of Zuni with
awed admiration. As a matter of fact, the Opata were at
as high a .cultural level as the Pueblo people, and their
standard of living was markedly better. The Opata were
much more numerous than the people of Zuni, probably as
numerous as all the Pueblo folk together. They had larger
towns than those of Cibola; they had much more and better
farming lands, and a far larger agricultural production. The
Friar insists that these prosperous and well-fed Indians
migrated annually as day laborers to Zuni to gain their livelihood. This is entirely out of character for what we know,
both of the Opata and the Zuni.
(8.) Similarly, the fear of the Zuni by the Opata is out
of character. The Zuni were few and peaceable. The Opata
were numerous and some of the hardiest fighters of New
Spain. They gave the Spaniards a rather bad time of it for a
while, and they fought the Apaches successfully for generations. No one who knows the Opata will incline to accept
the Friar's account of the timorous folk sitting by the wayside, terror-stricken.
(9.) Having come to the hill whence he claimed the
view of Cibola, the Friar made the flat assertion: "The population is greater than that of the City of Mexico." Can the
veracity or good faith of the author of such a statement be
upheld?
(10.) Then and there, he continues, he erected, with the
aid of his Indians"a great heap of stones with a cross upon
it. The final remnant of the party had crept up for a view
of the promised land. Then they exposed themselves by the
erection of this monument. Let us consider the improbability of the situation. The Negro and the horde of Sonora Indians had gone, it is claimed, to Zuni as an advance party.
These had been killed, except for the few who escaped to
bear the tidings of disaster back to Sonora. If this happened,
a great war party of Opata must have been expected at Zuni
to be on the way to seek vengeance. Under such circumstances, the approach of the Friar's party would have been
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noticed by Zuni scouts days before he got to Zuni, and the
Friar and his Indians would have been cut off en route. Even
had the Zuni been without any apprehension, the Friar's
approach would surely have been reported by people who
were out hunting and collecting long before he got to the
settlement. Indians don't spent their time sitting in their
villages unaware of what goes on within sight of their
habitations.
The scrutiny of the account could be continued, but
these items, together with the calendar of the itinerary itself,
suffice to show that the Relacion is malodorous throughout.
Not only is a move against Cortez involved in the account,
but it is significant that none of the survivors of Narvaez'
party was chosen for the trip except the Negro slave who
had been bought by Mendoza. The omission of all reference
to their priority indicates a deliberate suppression. The
reason I do not know, unless this might have clouded the
title which Mendoza was anxious to secure to the northern
country. The men of Narvaez were from the islands and of
a different jurisdiction. The purpose of Narvaez' expedition
was another attempt to establish a separate government to
the north of New Spain. Mendoza was anxious to extend
title northward and block off both Cortez and claims originating from the islands. The document of Fray Marcos is
to be regarded as a political instrument. In order to attain
these ends, it became a tissue of fraud, perhaps without equal
in the history of New World explorations.

Berkeley, California
Sept. 19, 1940

EDITORIAL SECTION

Was Fray Marcos a Liar?-Last year in a paper on
"Who Discovered New Mexico?" I gave some space to the
question whether Fray Marcos de Niza reached the land of
the Pueblo people as represented in his Relaci6n. As I then
stated,! I was making no attempt to give a complete survey
of the long-standing controversy; I did, however, call attention to three errors of more or less importance in our reading hitherto Qf that Relaci6n, and also to a significant oversight in Dr. Sauer's reading of the letter from Coronado to
Charles V, dated at Compostela on July 15, 1539. According
to Zuni tradition, the black rascal Estevanico had long before
that date been kicked to Kingdom Come, but Coronado's letter shows that when he 'Wrote it, he did not yet know the
negro was dead, and an unavoidable deduction is that Fray
Marcos had not yet returned to Compostela,-although this
seems not yet to be accepted by Dr. Sauer in his paper elsewhere in this issue. 2
Lest it be thought that "all the packing is out of this
case," we now call attention to a point which has been disregarded in another of Coronado's letters, that written to
the viceroy from Culiacan on March 8, 1539, in which Coronado states that Fray Marcos "proceeded farther inland on
the seventh of last February."3 The editors of the text cited
state in a note that this should read "March 7" (the date
given by Fray Marcos himself in his Relaci6n) ; and they
conclude, in a final note, that Coronado's letter as we now
have it is wrongly dated.
1. N. M. HIST. REV., XV, 130-1.
2. The basis for our statement is a little clause of four words. In his letter,
Coronado stated that Fray Marcos had been accompanied by the negro "que se dice
Estevan" (who is called Estevan).
Another unavoidable deduction from this Coronado letter (as I pointed out a year
ago) is that the friar's Telado... mentioned by Coronado could not be the relacion
which we now ha.vr..
3. Hammond and Rey (eds.), Narratives of the Coronado Expeditwn, 42-45.
translated from the Italian text of Ramusio.
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Of course if we change the date in the text (February 7
to March 7), we must also change the date of the letter; for
it would be absurd for Coronado, writing on March 8, to say
that Fray Marcos had "proceeded farther inland on the
seventh of last March" ! For the same reason, we cannot infer
that the letter was written on March 18 or any other day
in that month.
But if both dates are moved forward a month, what is
the result? Then, writing on April 8, Coronado would be
saying in his opening sentence, "God willing, on April 10 I
shall leave this land of San Miguel de Culiacan for Topira,"
and (he continued) it could not be done sooner for he was
awaiting the arrival of powder and fuse being sent by the
viceroy which "must have reached Compostela by now"April 8 and a hundred leagues from Culiacan! If we are
precluded from this change in date also, then obviously the
date of the letter as we have it cannot be wrong. 4
If the dates of this Coronado letter cannot be changed,
then Fray Marcos did start out from Culiacan on February
7 instead of March 7. If it is surprising that he should have
made a mistake of a month as to this date, we might remember that he wrote the Relaci6n which we have in August,
more than six months later, after an arduous journey of
many dangers and trials. Also the earlier date fits in with
other known facts: Coronado delivered the viceroy's instructions to Fray Marcos at Tonala on Nov. 20, 1538,5 and then
escorted him via Compostela north to Culiacan; and there
on March 8 (according to this letter) he wrote to the viceroy that Fray Marcos had gone on inland a month before. 6
If we accept as correct the dates given by Coronado in
this letter, then we shall hesitate to accept the identification
of the place "Vacapa" advanced by Dr. Sauer. 7 With a time
period in this part of the journey of a good six weeks instead
Op. cit., p. 42.
Op. cit. "Acceptance by Fray Marcos," p. 61.
6. A month's delay in Coronado getting off for Tapirs may have been a factor
in the failure of his rendezvous with Fray Marcos at Corazones, 120 leagues from
Culiacan. Op. cit., "Mendoza to the King," p. 53.
7. N. M. RIST. REV., XII, 279-282.
4.

5.
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of two, it may be well to reconsider the identification of
"Vacapa" by Adolph Bandelier as the modern Matape. 8
The present writer is not acquainted with that country,
but Bandelier was a pioneer field investigator in the history
and archaeology of our Southwest, including the Sonora
country, and the reasons which he presents for locating
"Vacapa" much farther north than does Dr. Sauer find added
weight in this Coronado letter. In fact, the two Coronado
letters seem definitely to relieve the difficulty as to the time
factor at both the beginning and the end of Fray Marcos'
journey.
Regarding other difficulties stressed by Dr. Sauer, it is
of course absurd to think of Fray Marcos pushing along
during midday summer heat; travel during early and late
hours and night travel by moonlight were doubtless practiced then as now; also while the rainy season would make
travel difficult it would not make it impossible. Nor can I
conceive of Fray Marcos staying at Compostela while an advance messenger went on to Mexico City and returned before
Fray Marcos started for that city. It is more reasonable to
think that Fray Marcos proceeded at a more leisurely rate
and was well along that last stretch when any reply reached
him.
Was Fray Marcos a liar? All in all, we must admit at
least that "reasonable doubt exists" and it is a good old principle that a man is innocent until he is proven guilty.
L. B. B.
8. This is found in his paper first published in The Magazine 0/ Western HistOTy
(1886). and reprinted in the N. M. RIST. REV., IV, 28-44, where see especially pp.
32-33.

NECROLOGY
HENRY BERT JONES

Henry Bert Jones was born at Marcellus, Michigan,
December 5, 1877, the son George W. and Lizzie Osborne
Jones. He attended the public schools of Marcellus, the
Ypsilanti Business College, and the State Normal School
at Ypsilanti. He returned home at the time of his father's
death in 1896 to assist his two older brothers in the settlement of his father's estate. He secured a position in the bank
there, and when but nineteen years of age was made cashier,
holding that position until October, 1901, when he located at
Santa Rosa, New Mexico, organizing the Guadalupe County
Bank, which opened December 9, 1901. He was cashier of
that institution until 1902, when he purchased the interest of
Mr. Jefferson Reynolds in the First National Bank of Santa
Rosa, through which he liquidated the Guadalupe County
Bank. In April, 1910, he was made president. That same
year, he purchased the interest of W. F. Buchanan in The
First National Bank of Tucumcari and became president.
He had previously organized the Torrance County Savings
Bank at Willard and soon after gained control of The Roy
Trust and Savings Bank and the Stockman's Bank of Corona.
He later acquired an interest in the First National Bank of
Carrizozo, being given the presidency, and bought into the
bank at San Jon. He carried the seven institutions successfully through the post-war depression of 1920-1922. However, Mr. Jones' personal fortune was depleted at that time.
He later sold his interest in the Willard and Carrizozo banks
,and liquidated the banks which originated at San Jon, Corona, and Roy. Mr. Jones' banking reputation was based on
the fact that no depositor ever lost money in one of the
"Jones" banks, and his borrowers always considered his
treatment of them as being absolutely fair. He was president
of The First National Bank of Santa Rosa and The First
National Bank at Tucumcari until his death. In 1936, he became a director of The First National Bank of Santa Fe.
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On May 24, 1906, Mr. Jones was united in marriage to
Miss Grace Phillips, who was born in Odessa, Missouri. To
them on July 26,1908, was born a son, George Wilbur Jones.
Mr. Jones was a Mason, a Shriner, and an Elk. He contributed to the Presbyterian Church in Tucumcari.
He was a member of the original commission to draft
the first banking laws of the State of New Mexico. He was
an early president of the New Mexico Bankers Association,
and was a vice-president of the American Bankers Association. He was the first president of the Tucumcari Kiwanis
Club, an early president and for many years a director of
the Tucumcari Chamber of Commerce, and a member of the
Canadian Valley Development Association. Until a short
time before his death, he was president of the Arch Hurley
Conservancy District. During the World War, he was a
member of the War Finance Corporation of the Dallas District and, in more recent years, he was a member of the
board of the Regional Agricultural Credit Corporation, first
at Wichita and later at Santa Fe, New Mexico. He was a
member of the New Mexico Historical Society.
Mr. Jones' chief hobby was traveling. When twenty
years of age he bicycled through most of Europe. In his later
years, he traveled extensively. Among the countries and sections of the world he toured are Alaska, Mexico, Guatemala,
Canada, South America, and most of the West Indies. He
visited all the countries of Baltic Europe, and was in Danzig
only several days previous to its occupation by Hitler's soldiers. On his last extensive journey, he covered India,
Malaysia, the Netherlands Indies, the Philippines, Japan,
and Hawaii. Because of unsettled conditions, Shanghai was
the only point in China which he touched.
At the time of his death, March 19, 1941, at sixty-three
years of age, he was the senior bank officer of New Mexico
in terms of years of service as a bank executive in this state.
He is survived by his wife, his son and daughter-in-law,
and one sister (Mrs. J. T. Graham, of Marcellus, Michigan).
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and the Society shall, in open meeting, proceed to elect its officers by
ballot, those nominees receiving a majority of the votes cast for the
respective offices to be declared elected.
Article 6. Dues. Dues shall be $3.00 for each calendar year, and
shall entitle members to receive bulletins as published and also the
Historical Review.
Article 7. Publications. All publications of the Society and the selection and editing of matter for publication shall be under the direction
and control of the Executive Council.
Article 8. Meetings. Monthly meetings of the Society shall be held at
the rooms of the Society on the third Tuesday of each month at
eight P. M. The Executive Council shall meet at any time upon call
of the President or of three of its members.
Article 9. Quorums. Seven members of the Society and three members of the Executive Council, shall constitute quorums.
Article 10. Amendments. Amendments to this constitution shall become operative after being recommended by the Executive Council
and-approved by two-thirds of the members present and voting at
any regular monthly meeting; provided, that notice of the proposed
amendment shall have been given at a regular meeting of the Society,
at least four weeks prior to the meeting when such proposed amendment is passed upon by the Society.

Students and friends of Southwestern History are cordially invited to become members. Applications should be addressed to the
corresponding secretary, Lansing B. Bloom, University of New Mexico,
Albuquerque, New Mexico.

